HELEN & MICHAEL 
OPPENHEIMER 


THE BARONETAGE 


a 


7! at A 4 AGH AQ ; ah Tr 


THE BARONETAGE 


UNDER 
TWENTY-SEVEN SOVEREIGNS 
I 308-1910 


A DATED CATALOGUE OF EVENTS 


LONDON 
THE ST. CATHERINE. WRESS 
AND JAMES NISBET & CO. LTD. 
22, BERNERS STREET 22 


° 


LEV ITE 


1 a * 
, .e 
ay. - 
ita 
i 


— 


¥ 
o 
= 


oe 
n 


PREFACE 


HE antiquity of the rank of Baronet is, in our 

United Kingdom, generally unknown. Insomeancient 
papers such Latin spelling of the rank as Baronulus, 
Banerettus, and Baronettus may be found; but a com- 
petent writer has pointed out that all these words meant 
the same thing. 

Various prices were attached in olden times to the 
grant of hereditary ranks; and when King James I. gran- 
ted heredity to this rank he learnt something about its 
history, 270 years before, from Sir Robert Cotton, on 
this Antiquary suggesting that the new Baronetcies should 
cost £1.000 each. 

In books like the “ Curialitas Anglie ’’ and Guil- 
lim’s “ Display of Heraldry ”, a Baronet is plainly placed 
as ranking with or before a Baron’s eldest son just as 
the Baron ranks with or before a Viscount’s eldest son. 

In the time of the Tudors and Plantagenets the Baronet- 
age had parliamentary and public duties. ~ 

Had King James I. provided a public position, a 
proper title, and official registry, by a body of their own, 
for those gentlemen created Baronets in his and succeeding 
reigns, these would have felt some pride in their position, 
and confidence in that of their heirs ; instead of finding 
attacks made upon their privileges, people easily usurping 
their rank, and most of their Petitions and requests 
treated by Advisers of the Crown with little respect, and 
with contempt of Royal Promises. 


Vill PREFACE 


The result of such modern treatment is that the 
value of the Degree of Baronet is now but slight. Loyal 
members thereof have often tried to raise it, as will be 
seen in the following pages; and that no cordial help 
has been given since Stuart reigns is rather saddening as 
well as surprising to 
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RECORD OF EVENTS 


EDWARD II 


(sIXTH PLANTAGENET) 
A.D. 1308 


24 February. ‘The King, having succeeded on 8 July 
1307, was crowned at Westminster. 


A.D. 1321 


In the Battle of Barrenberg, Barons and Baronets 
were comrades of the Count of Lancaster. 


A.D. 1 927 


20 ‘fanuary. The King in prison, and his recent 
conduct brought before Parliament, where his son 
was declared King, and himself then brought to 
hear his dethronement declared by a Proctor of - 
Earls, Barons, and others. 


25 ‘fanuary. "The accession of Edward, son of the 
dethroned King, was now proclaimed by the advice 
of “« Prelates, Earls, Barons, and other Nobles,” as 
by the commonalty of the Realm. During this 
late reign of war and turmoil the order of Knights 
Templars -had been dissolved ; and the words 
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“other Nobles” next after Barons clearly point to 
the then existing Degree of Baronets, even if they 
could include others. 


21 September. The dethroned King was murdered 
at Berkeley Castle. 


EDWARD III 
A.D. 1328 


1 February. Coronation of the King at Westminster. 
His Majesty being, in course of time, worried by 
the Clergy in the Parliament of Ireland, the King, 
as he was advised to do, summoned gentlemen of 
the best ability to sit as Barons in the next 
Parliament in order to weigh down the Clergy; and 
those so chosen were created Barons accordingly. 
However, after the sessions of this Parliament 
were over, these men were called upon to sacrifice 
their Baronial rank and accept, instead, the rank 
and style of Baronet. They became accordingly 
titled as follows, viz : 


St. Leger. . . . Baronet of Slemarge 
Be Se Baronet of Pormanston 
Fitzgerald. . . . Baronet of Burnchurch 
Welleslye. . . . Baronet of Narraghe 
Plusee p90 wc Baronet of Gattrim 
St. Michell. . . Baronet of Reban 
Marwarde .. . Baronet of Scryne 
Nangte {255 Baronet of the Navan. 
A.D. 1339 


Thomas de Bradeston was by the King created a 
Baronet, and given 500 marks per annum for 
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himself and his heirs to maintain and support the 
state of a Baronett. 


A.D. 1340 


William de la Pole received from the King the 
hereditary dignity of a Baronet for himself and his 
heirs, as a reward for maintaining soldiers out of 
his own pocket. 


A.D. 1350 


The Order of the Garter was instituted in Windsor 
Chapel, and first conferred on twenty-six Officers 
regarded as Champions in the late wars under the 
King. 


yn ae cy Ay 


21 Fune. Death of King Edward III, during whose 
worthy reign and splendid leadership in war, 
Knights and “Lordings” are said to have had 
their proper place in England. But it is strange 
that there appears to be no record of any more 
Baronets being created, albeit the word “ Lordings” 
can hardly have meant any other rank than this. 


RICHARD 1I 


A.D. 1377 
16 uly. Coronation of the King. 
A.D. 1385 


17 ‘Fuly. A Statute was issued in the French 
language setting forth the powers and duties of 
the Constable of England, and of the Marshal of 
England ; stating that the same was the result of 
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deliberation of the Sovereign Lord, King Richard, 
with John, Duke of Lancaster (Seneschal of Eng- 
land), Thomas, Count of Essex and Buckingham 
(Marshal of England), and with other Seigneurs 
being Counts, Barons, and Baronetts, also wise 
Chevaliers whom they wished to call to them 
whilst being at Duresme. 

The said Statute is followed by twenty-six 
Clauses setting out the powers and duties of the 
said Constable and Marshal as therein established. 


A.D. 1388, 1389 & 1390 


Statutes were issued in these years commanding 
the following Officials to appear in Parliament 
“‘ according to ancient usage ”, namely :— 

All Archbishops, Bishops, Abbots, and Priors, 
Dukes, Earls, Barons, Baronets, and Knights of 
Shires. 

A.D. 1399 


29 September. ‘The King was dethroned. 


HENRY IV 


A.D. 1399 
13 October. Coronation of the King. 
No useful records of this reign are available here, 
in respect of Baronets. 
A.D. 1400 
10 February. The late King, Richard II, said to 
have been murdered this day in Pomfret Castle. 
A.D. 1413 
20 March. Death of King Henry IV. 
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HENRY V, 
A.D. 1413 


g April. Coronation of the King. 
No useful records of his reign are available in 
respect of Baronets ; but he himself reached the 
summit of glory at Agincourt and elsewhere. 


A.D. 1422 


31 August. Death of the King. 


HENRY. VI 
A.D. 1429 


6 November. The King, who had succeeded his 
renowned Father in 1422 when less than g years 
old, was crowned at Westminster. 


A.D. 1446 


During this year the King granted to Raymond of 
Pyst, Baronet, the Captainship and Bailiwick of 


Sauveterre. 


A.D. 1456 


During this year a Baronet, being summoned to 
take part in an Inquest, wrote in a book praying * 
for the privilege of discharge from such a position, 
and not to be returned as such, for that he was a 
Baronett and his Ancestors had been such and 
Lords of the Parliaments. (Seigneurs des Parles- 
ments.) 
A.D. 1461 


4, March. A contest between the Houses of York 
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and of Lancaster having ceased after the loss of 
many Princes and Nobles, the King was this day 
deposed. 
EDWARD IV 


A.D. 1461 
28 ‘fune. Sovereign crowned in Westminster Abbey. 
A.D. 1471 


21-23 May. Late King, Henry VI, died or was 
murdered in the Tower of London. 


A.D. 1475 
During this year there was a case at Common Law 
regarding Sir William Crayford, Baronett, ancestor 
of the Baronetts of Mungham in Kent; his title 
as such being recorded in the Court Rolls of 1461 
to 1483. 

A.D. 1483 

g April. King Edward IV died at Westminster. 


EDWARD V 
A.D. 1483 
10 April. Late Prince of Wales succeeded to the 
Throne as King. 


22 ‘fune. King deposed, and murdered in the Tower 
of London together with his only Brother, by 
order of his Uncle the Protector Gloucester. 


RICHARD, Iki 
A.D. 1483 


6 ‘fuly. Coronation of the King, the late Protector 
Gloucester. 
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A.D. 1485 
22 August. King fell in battle at Bosworth Field. 


Blicebt hb okie 
(FIRST OF THE TUDORS) 
A.D. 1485 
30 October. The King crowned at Westminster 
Abbey. 
A.D. 1509 
21 April. Death of the King. During his reign 
and those of his two predecessors no record exists 


concerning men holding, or appointed to, the rank 
of Baronett. 


BE RY. Va 
A.D. 1506 


24 ‘fune. The King crowned at Westminster, and he 

the first Sovereign to be addressed ‘‘ His Majesty. ” 
A.D. 1512-1513 
His Majesty, by Patent, appointed his “ dearest 
Cousin and Counsellor,” George Earl of Shrews- 
bury K.G. &c., to be Chief Commander and 
Governour of His troops going abroad; also of all 
and every the Captains, Lieutenants, Barons, 
Baronetts, &c. 
A.D, 1520 

2 December. The King summoned to Parliament, as 
a Baronett, Sir Thomas Wentworth of Nettlestead, 
who retained this position some nineteen years, 1.¢. 
until 1548. 
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A.D. 1544 


His Majesty became, by Act of Parliament, King 
of Ireland, instead of Lord thereof, like his prede- 
cessors and himself up to this time. 


A.D. 1547 
28 ‘fanuary. The King died; having, during his 


reign, married six wives in succession. 


EDWARD VI 


A.D. 1547 
25 February. Coronation of His Majesty at West- 


minster. 


A.D. 1551 


In a Patent granted by him in this the fourth year 
of his reign to his well-beloved Servant Ralphe 
Fane—Knight—for services in War, the King 
states that the said Ralphe is by Him erected, 
stirred up, and created to the state, honor, and 
dignity of a Baronett. 


£0. -1 Ese 


6 Fuly. The King died, having by Will declared 
Lady Jane Grey to be his heir. 


7 fuly. Lady Jane Grey proclaimed Queen by 
demand of the Duke of Northumberland ; but 
without success. 


22 August. Duke of Northumberland executed. 
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Pra KY. 


AD. TGS 
30 November. Coronation of the rightful Queen at 
Westminster. 

Soon afterwards Her Majesty appointed, by 
Patent, William Howard, (Knight) Lord Howard 
of Effingham, Her Majesty’s Great Admirall, to 
be Lieutenant-Generall and Chief Commander and 
Governour of the Royall Navy and of all Captains 
of Shippes, Lieutenants, Barons and Baronetts. 


A.D. 1554 


12 February. Lady Jane Grey beheaded, also her 
husband, a son of the Duke of Northumberland. 


25 ‘fuly. The Queen married Philip, Prince of Spain, 
and the Crown now vested in Philip and Mary. 


A.D. 1558 


17 November. Queen Mary died s.p. and was buried 
at Westminster. 


ELIZABETH 


A.D. 1559 


15 ‘fanuary. ‘The Queen crowned at the age of 
25 years. 


20 fanuary. Parliament met and restored to the 
Crown supremacy over Church and other things ; 
but no Baronets appear to have been created by 
Her Majesty either to sit in Parliament or take 


command of Forces. 
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A.D. 1603 


24. March. The Queen died unmarried, and was 
buried at Westminster. 


JAMES I 


(FIRST OF THE STUARTS) 
A.D. 1603 


25 Fuly. Coronation of His Majesty as Sovereign of 
England ; in addition to the Sovereignty of Scot- 
land, by Coronation in that Kingdom on the 29th 
June 1567. 


A.D. 1611 


The King, for reasons set forth in his Decrees, 
decided in this year to revive in some respects the 
Degree midway between Barons.and Knights which 
had existed in previous reigns, notably in Ireland, 
between Greater and Lesser Barons; and to endow 
it in all cases with rights of hereditary succession. 
It was decided that none should be admitted to 
this dignity except he had, of certain revenue of 
inheritance in possession, £1,000 per annum “ de 
claro,” or of lands of old rent as good in account 
as {1,000 per annum of improvements; or at 
least two parts, in three, of lands to the value 
aforesaid in possession, and the third in reversion 
expectant upon one life only, holding by dower or 
in jointure. It was further provided that no per- 
son should be received whose Grandfather by the 
Father did not bear Arms; that all who were given 
the dignity should pay for thirty foot-soldiers at 
eightpence each per diem for three years, i.e. 
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£1,095 in all, towards the service of Ireland, par- 
ticularly of Ulster ; and that the same should be 
expressed in Patents “ honoris gratia.” Next it 
was provided that the precedence of Baronets should 
be before all Bannerets except those created by the 
King or Prince of Wales on field of battle. The 
cost of passing the Patent was liable to be £1200 
in addition to the above sum. 


22 May. ‘The first twenty Baronets of England, 
under the new plan, were created. It was settled 
that the total number of Baronets should never 
exceed 200, and on this number being complete, 
vacancies should not be filled. And it was provided 
that no dignity under the rank of Baron should ever 
be constituted superior or equal to that of Baronet. 

A dispute speedily arose on this precedence 
question, in consequence of the prevailing view 
that Bannerets ranked higher than younger sons of 
Viscounts and Barons; for a Banneret’s banner had 
been raised to equality with that of a Baron, and 
he was esteemed as a person of “ worship and 


>) 


power. 


31 December. Sir John Chamberlain (Clerk of the 
Council) writes to Sir Dudley Carleton, Knight, 
then Ambassador at Venice, that the above question 
“ hotly followed by the Baronets Sir Moyle Finch, 
Sir William Twisenden, Sir John Wentworth, and 
Sir John Cotton,” had been before the Privy 
Council and decreed against them ; and that they 
had appealed and petitioned the King. 

Meanwhile, a question concerning Wives and 
Daughters of Baronets and Eldest sons and their 
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wives, in the scale of precedence, was referred to 
the “ Lords Marshalls. ” 


A.D. 1612 


15 Yanuary. Sir John Chamberlain writes again to 
Carleton saying that the Baronets had had a second 
defeat at the Council table, and were told that the 
King would declare his intention by Proclamation ; 
but they were not satisfied. 


A.D. 1612 


February. Sir Thomas Lake writes to Lord.............. 
that, on waiting on the King, he had found with 
His Majesty the Baronets Sir Thomas Brudenell, 
Sir William Twisden, Sir George Greisly, and Sir 
Gervase Clifton, and that there had been an alter- 
cation lasting an hour ; the Baronets pleading the 
words of their Patents, the place which a Baronet 
had in ancient time, and their reasons for taking 
the Degree. Lake’s letter was endorsed ‘* Concern- 
ing Baronetts and Ambassadors.” 

All being against them, the Baronets next peti- 
tioned the King that he would insure them the 
very next place to Peers’ younger sons, without 
interposing any estate, place or persons between 
them; that he would give their wives the very next 
place to unmarried daughters of Barons and wives 
of their younger sons,—but above such daughters 
if they married Knights ; also that no one under the 
degree of Baron should be hereafter set before them. 
They expressed a wish to avoid new questions, and 
alluded to a settlement being desirable if others 
were to seek Baronetcies “ which yet stand out as 
unsatisfied.” 
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29 April. Sir John Chamberlain writes once more 
to Sir Dudley Carleton saying that the King, after 
three or four times of audience, had come to his 
determination ; but in requital to them, had given 
to Baronets the Ulster Hand—*“ which many think 
so far from honour that it may rather be taken as 
a note of disgrace to shew how they came by it ”, 
—also the right of Knighthood at 21 years old, and 
the further rights to fight under the King’s Stan- 
dard near his own person, and to have four Knights- 
assistants at their funerals. Sir John Chamberlain 
however did not mention the fifth privilege granted, 
viz. to have Letters-Patent of Creation granted 
under the Great Seal. 


10 May. It was now established that at a Baronet’s 
funeral there should be two to support the Pall, 
and one as Principal Mourner, besides four Knights- 
assistants. 


28 May. A Royal Decree signed, declaring that, 
although Baronets had been given place above some 
Bannerets, this did not warrant their Claim ; 
forasmuch as the precedence of Bannerets “appeared 
not to have been regular or certain”; then granting 
higher precedence to certain high Officials, and 
declaring that ncbody else should ever, by King 
James or his Successors, be given precedence over 
Baronets. Also, that His Majesty, having heard 
the Baronets’ grievances, and resolving to ampliate 
his favour to “ these so well born and deserving 
gentlemen... and further to strengthen and adorn 
his gracious favour towards them ”, granted them 
the five additional privileges mentioned above. 


N.B. These privileges are set forth again in his final Decree 
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of 1616, also in all Patents of Creation of Baronets down to 
the time, in the 19th Century, when abbreviated Patents “ by 
reference ” were invented, 

December. Funeral day of Henry Prince of Wales. 
Among those who took part in the funeral pro- 
cession were six Baronets who supported the canopy 
over the Prince’s effigy, and ten others who bore 
bannerolls about the body. Sir John Wynn Bt. 
carried the Prince’s Standard, and Sir Roger Dal- 
lison Bt. (whose Patent had not yet been sealed) 
carried his Coronet. The servants and followers 
of Baronets had places assigned to them between 
those of Barons and Knights. 


A.D. 1613 


Mr. John Wynne, eldest son of a Baronet, was 
knighted as such at ‘‘ Theobald’s. ” 


A.D. 1614 


April, The King’s procession, on His Majesty 
going to open Parliament, included several Baronets 
who were given their due precedence; thus hopes 
were now established that the new Hereditary 
Degree might expect to have some dignity attached 
to it. 


18 November. ‘The King issued a Commission to the 


Lord Chancellor, the Lord Privy Seal, and others, 
to treat with Baronets. Nevertheless no person 
accepted a Baronetcy this year, thereby following 
the practice of last year. 


A.D. 1615, 


Two gentlemen accepted Baronetcies this year. 
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13 March. The Final Decree of James I was issued, 
granting to Widows of Baronets thesame precedency 
as they had enjoyed during the lifetime of their 
husbands: also giving to all eldest sons of Baronets 
precedence over eldest sons of any Knight what- 
soever, and to their younger sons precedence next 
after their elder brothers and before all younger 
sons of Knights; the wives of such eldest and 
younger sons to have precedence in like manner. 
The Decree also promises that the King, and his 
Heirs and Successors, will knight Baronets and 
their eldest sons or male heirs-apparent, on such 
youths attaining the age of twenty-one during the 
life of their father or grandfather, and orders that 
all such shall be presented to the King by the Lord 
Chamberlain or Vice-Chamberlain or other Officer 
attending on the King, his Heirs, and Successors. 
But it is provided that any eldest son, thus knighted, 
should not, during his father’s lifetime, take place 
of any more ancient Knight. The Royal Decree 
ends thus :— 


« And Our will and pleasure is, and We do for 
Us, our heires, and successors hereby further 
grant and appoint that if any doubts or questions 
not hereby, nor by any of our recited Letters 
Pattents cleared and determined, do or shall 
ANIGESipy.tdne , such doubts or questions shall be 
decided and determined by and according to 
such usuall rules, customs, and lawes, for place, 
Precedency, priviledge, or other matters con- 
cerning them, as other Degrees of Dignity 
Hereditary are ordered and adjudged. ”’ 
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No-one, however, was created Baronet this year. 


A.D. 1617 


Five gentlemen accepted Baronetcies this year. 


A.D. 1618 


13 May. , At the funeral of Queen Anne of Den- 
mark, Baronets took precedence of the principal 
officers of the Prince of Wales’ Court, Chief Com- 
missioners, &c., and were next above the Chancellor 
to the Queen. 

Five gentlemen accepted Baronetcies this year. 


A.D. 1619 


30 September. Baronetage of Ireland instituted for 
the further assistance of Ulster, and the enlargement 
of the Degree ; the precedency and privileges of 
members to be identical with those of Baronets of 
England. The Patent of the first Irish Baronet 
created was dated this day. 


A.D. 1620 


26 March. Inthe King’s solemn procession of this 
day to St. Paul’s Cathedral, Baronets had their 
due place. 


A.D. 1621 


30 Fanuary. In His Majesty’s procession to open 
Parliament this day, Baronets were assigned the 
place now usual to them. 


A.D... 1623 


16 October. Sir Thomas Harris (a Master in Chan- 
cery and son of a Shrewsbury draper), who had 
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been created a Baronet in December 1622, having 
been impleaded in the Court of Chivalry by Captain 
Leeke as a person unworthy of ‘this distinction, 
and the Earl Marshal having reported this to the 
King, His Majesty this day wrote ordering the 
East Marshal to proceed judicially if required ; 
adding that His true intent and meaning was that 
no person should be advanced to the dignity of a 
Baronet unless he were “‘ of undoubted gentrye and 
descended at least from a grandfather who was a 
Gentleman.’ Harris, however, was able to vin- 
dicate himself. 


A.D. 1624 


16 April. At the funeral of Prince Ludowic, Duke 
of Richmond and Lenox, Baronets had place 
immediately after the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster ; and the Banner of Stewart—quartered 
—was borne by Sir Robert Napier Bt. 


Adie 10255 


27 March. King James the First died. At His 
Majesty’s funeral the Standard of The Crest of 
Ireland was borne by Sir Thomas Burton Bt. 

During the last and present years no Baronets 
of England had been created. Since the King’s 
institution of the Degree the following are the 
numbers of gentlemen of high birth and armorial 
distinction who had received elevation to the same. 


205 Baronets of England (of whom 98 were Knights). 
18 Baronets of Ireland (of whom 9 were Knights and 
1 a Dutchman). 


223 


18 THE BARONETAGE 
CHARLES’! 


A.D. 1625 


King Charles, having succeeded to the throne, 
was not crowned this year owing to the plague 
then raging in London; but at the private 
ceremony which was held in lieu of coronation, 
and attended by the nobility, many Baronets had 
due place. Soon after his accession His Majesty 
took into consideration a plan which had been in 
the mind of James I, with a view to assisting the 
settlement and plantation of Nova Scotia (formerly 
called Acadia or Acadie and annexed to Scotland 
in 1621) by the creation of Baronets of Scotland 
to assist in that purpose. 

It was settled that the rights of precedency of 
these Scottish Baronets should be similar to those 
of Baronets of England, but with rank before the 
Barons called Lairds ; and that their privileges 
should be as in England. In their Coats of Arms, 
the Arms of Nova Scotia in a canton were to be 
borne instead of those of Ulster, and large grants 
of land in the new Plantation were to be made to 
them, together with extensive baronial, legislative, 
and commercial rights. The number of these 
Baronets of Scotland was not to exceed 150, and 
Nova Scotia was nominally divided into as many 
Baronies. ‘Their eldest sons, after attaining full 
age, were to be inaugurated Knights whenever 
they should so desire, without any fees or expenses. 


26 May. First Baronet of Scotland was created, 
namely the Honble. Robert Gordon, second son 
of Alexander 13th Earl of Sutherland, and already 
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in possession of a Baronetcy of Galloway in New 
Scotland granted by James I. His own account 
of himself was that ‘“‘ he was maid the first Baronet 
of the Kingdom of Old Scotland and called 
Baronet Gordoun.” 


A.D. 1626 


2 February. ‘The King was crowned at West- 
minster. 


12 February. ‘The King writes to the Privy Council 
of Scotland, ordering that care be taken that no 
Baronets are wronged in their privileges; and 
authorising his Chancellor, for the time being, to 

' knight the eldest sons of Baronets if required so 
to do. 


24. March. 'The King writes to his Chancellor in 
Scotland, ordering that all eldest sons of Baronets 
of Scotland who had attained the age of 21 years 
be knighted at once without putting them to any 
charges or expenses. 


28 ‘uly. The King writes another letter to the 
same Chancellor, ordering that Baronets of Scot- 
land, on creation as such, shall not be bound, any 
more than other Baronets, to pay fees to Heralds 
or to other Officers ; but they may pay them at 
their own discretion. Respecting eldest sons 
desiring to be knighted, His Majesty says “ Let 
them pay the fees allowed heretofore to be paid 
by other Knights.” 

Creation of Baronets of England was resumed 
this year. 
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A.D. 1627 


— une. Certain Baronets, together with Knights- 
Bachelors, represented to the Captain of the King’s 
Guard (Earl of Holland) that divers persons were 
supposed surreptitiously to assume the honours of 
both ; and requested him to move His Majesty to 
proclaim that both should wear Orders in ribands 
of different colours by which they could be distin- 
guished respectively. A Cross of gold was sug- 
gested as most fitting, and reasons for the same 
assigned. 


29 ‘fune. The Earl of Holland writes to the King’s 
Officers of Arms, referring to them the above 
questions. 


16 Fuly. Two Kings of Arms, Clarenceux and 
Norroy, and four Heralds write to the Earl of 
Holland certifying as follows :— 

That differences and marks upon robes, or in 
apparel, were not only found in other nations, but 
by the ancient usages and customs of this Realm 
had been formerly observed in England: that 
Princes and Peers were distinguished by Bars on 
their robes, Knights of the Garter by the George 
and Garter and latterly by a blue riband also: and 
Knights Bachelors had been anciently known by 
their Belts, Collar of S. S. of gold, gilded spurs, 
and swords; while Knights of the Bath had 
obtained lately a carnation riband and jewel to 
wear, 

And, it was clearly expressed in the preamble to 
the “Statute on Apparel” (24 Hen. VIII. cap. 4) 
“ that all estates were thought fit to be distinguished 
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by differences in apparel according to their 
Dignities and Degrees. ” Which considerations led 
the Officers of Arms to certify their opinion that 
if ornaments were worn for the distinction of the 
Degree of a Baronet and the Order of Knights- 
Bachelors, it would be no way unfit or inconvenient 
to His Majesty or to his subjects. The marks of 
difference and the procedure they must leave to 
the consideration of His Majesty. 


15 December. The Attorney-General writes to Sir 
William Segar, King of Arms, stating that he had 
received the King’s commands concerning the 
above matter, and asking for a copy of the Heralds’ 
Certificate. 

In the end, it is clear that the Petitioners 
received no satisfaction of any kind. 


A.D. 1629 


17 November. 'The King notifies the Privy Council 
of Scotland that he had authorised Baronets of 
Scotland and their heirs male to wear about their 
necks in all time coming “ An orange-tawny silk 
riband whereon shall hang pendant in a Scutcheon 
Argent A SALTIRE AZURE thereon AN INESCUTCHEON 
OF THE ARMS OF SCOTLAND with AN IMPERIAL 
CROWN ABOVE THE SCUTCHEON, and incircled with 
the Motto FAX MENTIS HONESTAE GLORIA,” the 
same to be openly proclaimed at the Market-Cross 
of Edinburgh and in all other Boroughs of the 
Kingdom, &c.; and that any person who should 
presume to take place of a Baronet, or wear his 
cognisance, should be punished by imprisonment 
and fine. His Majesty further ordains that the 
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power to wear the above decoration shall be insert- 
ed in Patents as occasion offers; and that this 
whole Ordinance shall be registered in the books 
of the Exchequer and in those of the Lyon King 
of Arms, there to remain ‘ad futuram rei mem- 
oriam ”; and that all interested parties may have 
authentic copies of it. 


A.D. 1630 
31 ‘fuly. The Estates of the Kingdom of Scotland 


in convention confirm the “ Dignitie and Order 
of Knight-Baronets ” in that country. 


A.D. 1631 


5 May. The King ratifies two former Commissions, 
and all Patents of Baronetcy in Scotland, up to 
present date ; also the Seal and Arms of Nova 
Scotia, and the Warrants issued for the Riband 
and Badge ; while it creates a new Commission to 
endure until the full number of 150 Baronets of 
Scotland be completed. 


A.D. 1632 


15 August. The King addresses Baronets of Scotland 
on the subject of the work to be done in Nova 
Scotia. 


A.D. 1633 


18 “fune. His Majesty was crowned at Edinburgh, 
as King of Scotland. 


28 ‘fune. The Scottish Parliament ratifies the Act 
of the Estates of Scotland cited above, and all the 
Acts of the Secret Council, and all Proclamations 
made; and ordains that all Letters Patent of 
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Baronets, and Lands and Dignities granted there- 
with, shall stand and continue in force, with all 
liberties, privileges, and precedencies thereof, in as 
ample a manner as if they were expressed in the 
present Act. 

From this year Patents of Creation are abbrevi- 
ated, and grant to Baronets of Scotland the “ title, 
dignity, order and honor of Knight-Baronet, ”’ 
ordaining them, their wives, and children, to enjoy 
all privileges belonging to them in virtue of Acts, 
Statutes, Diplomas, or Customs existing in Scotland. 


A.D. 1635 


19 December. A lady who was the widow firstly of 
Thomas Jopson, secondly of Thomas Bolles of 
Osberton in Nottinghamshire, was created a Bar- 
onetess of Scotland, with a grant of land in Nova 
Scotia, and remainder to her heirs male and assig- 
nees. She was known as Lady Mary Bolles, 
Baronetess. She was succeeded in the Baronetcy 
by William Jopson, the one surviving son of her 
only son by her first husband. 


A.D. 1636 


10 May. ‘The King signs a Warrant to the Right 
Revd. the Lord High Chancellor of Scotland, in 
which, after quoting his directions to his late 
Chancellor that Baronets’ eldest sons, being twenty- 
one years of age, should be knighted whensoever 
they should desire the same, and saying he desired 
a continuance thereof ; he renewed his Will and 
Pleasure that his Lordship should knight them 
accordingly, without putting them to any expense; - 
and expressed his further pleasure that future Lord 


24 THE BARONETAGE 


Chancellors should do the same without any 
further Warrant. 


16 une. At a Meeting in Edinburgh of the Lords 
of Secret Council, the above Warrant was ordered 
to be registered in the books of the Privy Council, 
and to have the force of an Act of Council in time 
coming; to the end that the Lord Chancellor 
should knight the applicants without further 
Warrant, and all persons have notice of His 
Majesty’s Royal pleasure. 


A.D. 1638 


17 December. According to the “ Register of Pre- 
cepts” at the General Register House in Edinburgh, 
114 Baronets had now received grants of land in 
Nova Scotia, the final Precept having been entered 
in the Volume this day. 


A.D. 1641 


It has been recorded in this year that, in the 
collection of Poll tax, the following proportions 
were observed, viz : 


A Lond OS ye 5 = 
His eldest'son’’. « 5/5: 4 \paids © £30. 
A:Baroneti(-.- isi syle paid, fia. 
Cs: Ad a cee mn. RS eS 
An Taquire oe 5 5s Aes ee 


yet the great injustice was maintained of putting 
younger sons of Lords above Baronets, whether 
they were infants or taxed Esquires. 


A.D. 1649 
30 ‘fanuary. His Majesty King Charles I beheaded 
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at Whitehall, and the Commonwealth of Cromwell 
instituted. ' 
During his reign the King had made the follow- 

ing creations, viz : 

253 Baronets of England (of whom one 

was son of an Earl). 
21 Baronets of Ireland. 
103 Baronets of Scotland. 


377 
It is believed that, in addition to these, the fol- 
lowing were created by Warrant during the Civil 
War, viz: 


12 Baronets of England. 
3 Baronets of Ireland. 


a 
COMMONWEALTH 
A.D. 1649 
King Charles II, though in exile, commenced in 
his first year to create Baronets. 
A.D. 1654 


The Lord Protector sent out a force to defend 
Nova Scotia. 


A.D. 1658 
December. Death of Oliver Cromwell. During 


his Protectorate the following creations were made 
by him, but disallowed after the Restoration, viz : 


10 Baronets of England. 
1 Baronet of Ireland. 


II 


26 THE BARONETAGE 


CHARLES II 
A.D. 1660 


29 May. Restoration of King Charles II. After 
7 eo ' 
this date, Patents of Scottish Baronetcies conferred 
no rights in Nova Scotia ; and the fees called 
“Ulster Fees” were remitted by the King. 


A.D. 1661 


23 April. Coronation of the King. Prior to this 
ceremony a doubt arose as to whether three Grand- 
sons of Earls, being Knights of the Bath, could 
take precedence over the Baronets attending the 
Coronation. The question was referred to His 
Majesty, who awarded the said precedence to the 
Grandsons named, but by a Warrant under the 
Royal Sign-Manual. No record can be found 
respecting the attire of Baronets on this occasion. 
Barons, however, who had previously worn on 
such occasions a crimson cap edged with miniver, 
were now granted the privilege of wearing a 
Coronet in imitation of the similar grant made to 
Viscounts by King James I. 


A.D. 1664 


Relative rank was once more considered this year, 
and that of a Baronet stated to be next and imme- 
diately after the younger sons of Viscounts and 
Barons of England ; but before all Knights of the 
Bath and Knights-Bachelor, and also before all 
Knights-Banneret except those under the unfurled 
Royal Standards in open battle, the King or Prince 
of Wales being present in person. The following 
exceptions were made, viz, :— 
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Knights of the Garter. 

Privy Councillors. 

Master of the Court of Wards and Liveries. 

Chancellor and Sub-Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. 

Chief Justice of the King’s Bench. 

Master of the Chancellor’s Rolls. 

Chief Justice of the Common Bench. 

Chief Baron of the Exchequer. 

All Judges and Justices of either Bench, and 

Barons of the Exchequer of the degree of the 
Coufe for the time being : 


who, all and singular, by reason of such honorable 
order and in the imperial affairs of the State and 
concerning Justice, shall have and hold place and 

_ precedence in all places and in every case before all 
Baronets. 

The reasons here given may be just, but they 
would appear to be rather more applicable to the 
younger sons of Peers who are still allowed such 
strange precedence over Baronets necessarily chosen 
from ancient arms-bearing families. 

However these were now to be entitled to Fun- 
eral Obsequies as follows, viz : 


Two Assistants of the body to support the Pall. 
One principal Mourner. 
Four Assistants to the said principal Mourner. 


AD. 1665 


The King granted, by Royal Warrant, to Lords of 
Scotland and Ireland the right to wear a Coronet. 


A.D. 1667 


10 fuly. Nova Scotia ceded to France at the Peace 
of Breda. 


28 


as 
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The Poll Tax was re-enacted this year, with 
charges on certain dignities as follows :-— 


Dukes -) x wiflcuash bebe Soca 
Marquesseso.ini 55 suet eee 
Earls, . susedlaked th See: 
Viscounts:,: .ily Bbsi Stineeied meee meee 
Barons if i:erl! ccseureenl” >) bee te eee 
Baronets. .  asueue a ast eee 
Kaights iH «vsé)ie- ty ones! See ae 
Esquires. ett Lae 


Private persons, 12 pence. 
A.D. 1670 


May. At the funeral of the famous George 
Monk, Duke of Albemarle, who was buried in the 
Chancel of Westminster Abbey, Baronets attending 
had precedence immediately after the principal 
Secretary of State and before Knights Marshal 
and Knights of the Bath. 


A.D. 1681 


The payment for a Baronetcy, fixed in 1611, now 
ceased. 


A.D. 1685 


February. King Charles II died. During his 
reign the following creations had been made by 
His Majesty, viz : 


While in Exile. . . 19 Baronets of England. 
1 Baronet of Ireland. 
1 Baronet of Scotland. 
When on the Throne. 407 Baronets of England. 
29 Baronets of Ireland. 
82 Baronets of Scotland, 


539 
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Among the Baronetcies of England 3 were given 
to sons of Earls, viz: to John and Robert Seton, 
1oth and rith sons of 3rd Earl of Wintoun, 
and to John Cochrane, 2nd son of rst Earl Dun- 
donald. ‘Two were given to Frenchmen, 1 to a 
Swede, and 4 to Dutchmen named De Raedt, 
Van Tromp, Sas Van Bosch, and Gans. 


JAMES II 
A.D. 1685 


May. King James II crowned ; soon after which 
the serious troubles under his reign began, connect- 
ed with his attempts to establish Despotism and 
Papacy. 

A.D. 1686 


September. Debora, widow of John Cornelis 
Speelman whose Patent of Baronetcy failed to be 
sealed before his death, was now raised by Letters 
Patent to the rank and privileges of a Baronetess 
of England for life. By the same Patent, Cornelis 
Speelman, her infant son two years old, was created 
a Baronet of England in honour of his grandfather 
who had been Governor-General of Dutch India. 


A.D. 1688 


23 December. King James II abdicates and quits the 
country. 


A.D. 1689 


6 February. King James II declared by both Houses 
of Parliament to have abdicated. During his 
reign the following creations had been made, viz: 


v 
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20 Baronets of England. 
7 Baronets of Ireland. 
29 Baronets of Scotland. 


56 
WILLIAM and MARY 
A.D. 1689 


12 February. After an interregnum, a Declaration 
of Right was made proclaiming William and Mary 
Conjoint Sovereigns, succeeded by a Proclamation 
the following day. 


11 April. Coronation of the joint Sovereigns. 
A.D. 1691 


The King and Queen, in a Charter to the Colony 
of Massachusetts (now reconquered from the 
French), reserve lands in Nova Scotia to the 
persons entitled to them under any previous grant. 


A.D. 1694 


28 December. Queen Mary died : the joint reign 
being thus ended. While the two Sovereigns were 
on the Throne, the following creations were made, 
Viz : 


10 Baronets of England. 
oO Baronets of Ireland. 
6 Baronets of Scotland. 


__ 


16 
WILLIAM III 
A.D. 1698 
27 une. A Charter of Novodamus under Royal 
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Warrant re-granted to Sir William Gordon, 3rd 
Baronet and premier one of Scotland, his title and 
dignity of Baronet, with the lands and Barony of 
Gordon in Nova Scotia annexed thereto. Several 
other Baronets were granted like Charters of 
Novodamus. 


A.D. 1701 
16 September. King James II died in exile. 
A.D. 1702 


8 March. King William III died of a fall from 
his horse. During his separate reign the following 
creations were made, viz: 

27 Baronets of England 


o Baronets of Ireland 
14 Baronets of Scotland 


41 
ANNE 


A.D. 4702 


8 March. This daughter, whose father James II 
had died in exile six months before, now succeeded 
to the Throne. 


23 April. Her Majesty was crowned. 
A.D. 1707 


1 May. Date of Union of Scotland with England, 
the two to be named Great Britain. Baronets of 
England and Baronets of Scotland now, therefore, 
ceased to be created ; yet in the Act of Union no 
precedence inter se on the soil of either Country 
was granted to them as it specially was to Peers. 
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28 ‘fune. First Baronet of Great Britain was created 
in the person of Sir Francis Dashwood Knt. of 
West-Wicomb, Bucks. The Letters Patent of 
such Baronets granted to them privileges which 
had been enjoyed by Baronets of England, but 
conferred none of the additional privileges which 
Baronets of Scotland had possessed. 


A.D. 1713 


31 March. France, by the Treaty of Utrecht, ceded 
Nova Scotia to Great Britain. 


A.D. 1714 


1 August. Queen Anne, the last Sovereign of the 
House of Stuart, died. During her reign the fol- 
lowing creations had been made, viz : 

9 Baronets of England 
3 Baronets of Ireland 


34 Baronets of Scotland 
20 Baronets of Great Britain. 


66 
GEORGE I 
(FIRST OF THE GUELPHS) 
A.D. 1714 


8 September. The cavalcade which this day escorted 
Queen Anne’s successor, the new King of the 
foreign House of Guelph, and his eldest son, from 
Greenwich (where they had landed) to the City 
of London on their way to St. James’ Palace, 
included Baronets in their rightful place as usual ; 
those of England, Scotland, and Great Britain 
having precedence over Baronets of Ireland. 
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20 October. At the King’s Coronation this day it 
may be assumed that here, as usual, Baronets had 
their rightful place ; but no record is easy to find. 


A.D. 1726 


Sir Thomas Frankland Baronet, who was appointed 
this year to a diplomatic mission at the Court of 
Lisbon (which he held for 21 years) adopted as 
the Badge proper for him to wear the following, 
namely :— “‘ The Ulster Arms enamelled and sur- 
rounded by diamonds. ” 


ASDC T7297 


11 fune. King George I died. During his reign 
the following creations had been made, viz : 


41 Baronets of Great Britain. 
3 Baronets of Ireland 


44 
GEORGE II 


INS ae Gy ae 
11 October. The new Monarch crowned. 
AD. 1733 


(?) August. A case relative to tenure of lands in 
Nova Scotia, after changes of sovereignty by 
conquest, was submitted to the Attorney-General ; 
and it was decided in favour of the ancient rights 
of British Subjects. ‘Thus was encouragement 
given to the Baronets who held Scottish Patents. 


ADs F742 


17 Fanuary. Date of the last Patent of Baronetcy 
issued in the Latin language, it being that of Sir 
5 
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Gilbert Heathcote Bt. M.P. of Normanton Park, 
Rutland. 
ADS 1933 
24 August. Date of the first Patent of Baronetcy 


in the English language, viz: that of Sir Edward 
Turnor Bt. of Ambroseden, Oxford. 


A.D. 1734 
The Baronets of Scotland, created as such, held 
meetings in London on matters connected with 
their Nova Scotia lands, but no record of them 
exists. 


A.D. 1749 


The Baronets of Scotland sent out 4000 emigrants 
to Nova Scotia; and the town of Halifax was 
founded. 


A.D. 1753 


25 March. Up to this time, dates above have been 
given in Old Style. Hereafter they will be given 
in New Style, the 3rd September 1752 having 
been made the 14th of that month. ' 


A.D. 1760 


25 October. King George II died. During his 
reign the following creations had been made, viz: 


49 Baronets of Great Britain. 
11 Baronets of Ireland. 


60 


GEORGE III 
A.D. 1761 
22 September. Coronation of George III, who had, 
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a fortnight previously, married Charlotte Sophia 
of Mecklenburg Strelitz. 


A.D. 1763 


10 February. On the Peace of Paris being declared 
this day, Nova Scotia and other Canadian Provin- 
ces were formally ceded to England. 


A.D. 1765 
14 September. On the death this day of Sir George 


Browne, 6th Baronet of Nova Scotia, he was noted 

as the last of eldest sons in that family who recei- 

ved knighthood from the Crown since the creation 

of its Baronetcy in 1636. His next brother was 
. created a Peer. 


A.D. 1767 


(?) Fuly. Sir Charles Henry Frankland Bt. who for 
the last ten years had been British Consul-General 
at Lisbon, where his forefather was known from 
1726 to 1747, is said to have worn his Badge, 
the same being now in possession of his family, 
bearing the Arms of Ulster set in diamonds as 
already described. 


ADs Ia 6 


14 Fune. A meeting of Baronets of Scotland, 
created as such, was held in Edinburgh to discuss 
a Circular from the Lyon King of Arms calling 
attention to the Nova Scotia Badge not being 
generally worn ; and it was resolved to resume the 
same, and to lay this decision before the King. 


15 une. A letter announcing the result of the 
above Meeting was sent to the Deputy Earl- 
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Marshal (the Earl of Suffolk) with a request to 
lay before His Majesty the intention announced, 
viz: to resume the Badge. The Earl’s reply was 
that the claim to wear it should be submitted to 
the Law Officers of the Crown in England and 
Scotland. ‘The Committee answered back that 
‘“* Whilst they would without fear trust their lives 
and fortunes in the hands of the Law Officers 
named, they would not submit their family 
honours to anybody. ” 


29 November. ‘The ‘“ Gentlemen’s Magazine ” of 
this date recorded as follows : — “ Several Scotch 
Baronets appeared at Court in the “ Ensigns of an 
Order which has lain dormant near 150 years. ” 
Why it should have thus lain dormant it is difficult 
to understand. 


A.D. 1777 


19 February. A Meeting of Baronets of Scotland 
was held in Edinburgh respecting their Colonial 
possessions, the Earl of Home presiding ; and a 
Standing Committee was appointed. 


25 March. An Address to the Secretary of State, 
drafted by Lord Elibank, Baronet, one of their 
number, was approved by the aforesaid Standing 
Committee and sent to London. It requested 
that His Majesty would restore to Scottish Baronets 
the rights of their ancestors, and reinstate them in 
their ancient properties. 


(?) May. The Address was brought to the know- 
ledge of the King, but there is no record of His 
Majesty’s reply. It may be assumed that the 
American Revolution now in progress, the troubles 
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in Canada, and prospects of war with France, 
prevented any attention being given to matters of 


this kind. 
A.D. 1783 


December. A Notice was published this day by 
the Deputy Earl Marshal (Earl of Surrey) to the 
effect that the King had ordained, by Warrant 
dated the 3rd. inst., a plan “ For the correction of 
divers abuses, many persons having assumed the 
title of Baronet without right.” 

The Warrant was as follows :— 


(1) “ The title of Baronet should not henceforward 
“ be inserted in any document issuing from any of 
“* His Majesty’s Offices to persons claiming or using 
“ the said title, until such person should have proved 
“ his right to it in the College of Arms, and produced a 
“ certificate from the College under its common seal.” 
(2) ‘“ Secretaries of State should not in future pre- 
“pare any Warrant for creating a Baronet until a 
“ Certificate as to his Arms and Pedigree had been 
“ registered in the College of Arms. ” 

(3) ‘ All future Patents creating Baronets should be 
“sent, after passing the Great Seal, to the Register of 
‘the College of Arms to be registered, and then 
“returned to the Clerk of the Crown for the use 


”? 


“ of the owner. 


Anything so extraordinary as the first of these 
requirements was probably never addressed to men 
of distinction before. It treats every lawful 
Baronet as a suspect, unless and until he should 
choose to subject himselt to the possibility of 
cross-examination and tests at the hands of a body 
of men possessing no legal authority to question 
him, not even that of a petty-sessional Court. 
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A.D. 1784 


12 May. A meeting of Baronets was held at the 
“‘ Star and Garter Hotel ”, in Pall Mall, to con- 
sider the Warrant of the previous year, and it was 
resolved to hold a General Meeting of Baronets of 
Great Britain. 


22 May. The General Meeting, as above decided, 
was held, Sir Henry Hoghton Bt. presiding, and a 
Committee of twenty-one elected to consider the 
Warrant of last year and the steps to be taken. 
Mr. Joseph Edmondson, Mowbray Herald Extra- 
ordinary, who had just published a great work on 
Heraldry, was appointed Secretary of this Com- 
mittee. 


25 May. The Committee of twenty-one met, and, 
as a first step, appointed Sir Henry Hoghton, Sir 
Harbord Harbord, and Sir George Allanson Winn, 
Baronets, to enquire of Lord Surrey what were the 
divers abuses alluded to in the Warrant of 178 3. 


27 May. On the Committee meeting again at the 
“Star and Garter ” they learnt from their dep- 
utation that reports had been made to Lord 
Surrey that several persons, in whose families no 
Baronetcy existed, had falsely assumed the title ; 
and that some had procured the insertion of their 
names as Baronets in Commissions prepared for 
the Sign-Manual. The Deputy Earl Marshal was 
ready to sacrifice the Warrant, if a better method 
for stopping these practices could be agreed upon. 


31 May. A second General Meeting of Baronets 
was held to consider a draft Petition prepared by 
the Committee, and this was adopted after alter- 
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ations. It pointed out that since the institution 
of the Degree several efforts had been made to 
stop abuses in it without effect ; that the Warrant 
would be ineffectual ; and that the Petitioners 
prayed for relief from its inconvenient provisions. 
At the end, however, was a foolish prayer for the 
grant of a Badge to be worn by Baronets, all per- 
sons wearing it “ to produce their title thereto, ” 

It seems to have escaped the attention of these 
Petitioners that the possession of a Patent of 
Creation is a better foundation for identification 
than the possession of a Badge. 


2 ‘fune. ‘The Committee of twenty-one met and 
appointed the three Baronets, who had previously 
‘conversed with the Earl of Surrey, to see his 
Lordship again, and deliver the Petition of 31 
May, also to request him to formulate a plan for 
establishing a Committee of Baronets to act in 
conjunction with his Lordship for the decision of 
disputed claims referred to them, or to any other 
matters relating to the Degree. With regard to 
the three now appointed, Sir Edward Astley took 
the place of Sir Henry Hoghton. 


29 ‘fune. A third General Meeting was held, at 
which it was decided to present the aforesaid 
Petition to His Majesty himself, and to furnish 
each Secretary of State with a copy of it, also a 
paper setting forth the Inconveniences of a War- 
RANT and requesting that Ministers would establish 
a mode for the better regulation of the Degree. 


A.D. 1785 
19 February. A fourth General Meeting was held, 
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28 


II 


THE BARONETAGE 


at which Sir Harbord Harbord read a letter he 
had received that morning from Lord Sydney (the 
Home Secretary) withdrawing the proclamation 
of the Warrant ; stating the readiness of the 
Ministry to consider any plan for establishing a 
Court of Honour, or Committee of Baronets, to 
prevent wrongful assumptions of their title ; but 
politely declining the request for a Badge as pro- 
posed, the which seemed to be “ by no means 
agreeable to many of the Order of Baronets them- 
selves.’ It is fortunate so many were found to 


be opposed to a mimicry of Knights of the Bath. 


A.D. 1785 


February. Notice issued by the Earl of Surrey 
that the King had, on the 24th instant, issued a 
Warrant (signed by Lord Sydney) suspending the 
regulations contained in the Warrant of 3rd. De- 
cember 1783, except the clause relating to Baronets 
created after the date of such Warrant, until other 
Regulations should be made not attended with 
inconvenience, and such as might best answer the 
purpose of preventing the abuses which had crept 
into the Order of Baronets. As usual, the year 
passed away and nothing further was done. 


A.D. 1786 


November. At the funeral of H.R.H. the Prin- 
cess Amelia, second daughter of George II, the 
Chief Mourner’s train was borne by the wife of 
a Baronet. 


A.D. 1788 


A dispute took place this year as to the relative 
precedency of Baronets’ daughters and Peers’ 
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granddaughters ; and the Baronets of England and 
of Great Britain presented a Memorial to the 
King on the subject. 


A.D. 1789 


25 May. A letter from the Earl Marshal (Duke of 
Norfolk) to the Home Secretary (Lord Sydney) 
announces that he had considered the Baronets’ 
Memorial of last year, and requests that a Report 
(enclosed) made by the officials in the College of 
Arms, whom he had directed to search for Orders 
and Precedents, might be laid before the King ; 
adding his own opinion that the question raised 
concerning Ladies’ precedence rested on a decision 

_ alleged to have been made by His Majesty in 1761 
(i.e. his Coronation year), and that a Patent 
declaring the King’s judgment on the question was 
the best way to settle it. 

The Heralds’ Report alluded to quoted a letter 
received by them from Lady Warren, daughter of 
a Baronet, in which she stated that when, in 1761, 
she was appointed one of the six Maids of Honour 
to Queen Charlotte, there was a dispute as to who 
was entitled to the first place. Then a reference 
was made to the King, who determined that the 
daughters of Baronets should have first place, and 
that the precedence should be as follows, viz : 

1. Lady Warren, daughter of Sir Cecil Bisshopp 

Bt. (cr. 1620). 

2. Miss Wrottesley, daughter of Sir Rd. Wrottesley 

Bt. (cr. 1642). 

3. Miss Beauclerck, daughter of Lord Hy. Beau- 
clerk, son of Duke of St. Albans. 
After these came the other three. Lady sania 
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also obtained the first choice of apartments ; but 
said informally that she had been told by the Lord 
Chamberlain of the above determination having 
been afterwards altered. The Heralds’ Report 
suggested, like that of their Superior, that a 
Declaratory Patent under the Great Seal would 
be the best means of adjusting the question. 
Appeals seem to have been made about this time 
regarding the precedence of Baronets of Scotland 
in English assemblies : respecting which it may be 
observed that Baronets, being subject to James I’s 
Decree, would rank inter se as Peers of the two 
countries did, unless the words ‘ communication 
of privileges” in the Act of Union could be 
construed as meaning an amalgamation of all 
English and Scottish dignities, including their own. 


A.D. 1790 


8 September. At the funeral of H.R.H. Henry 
Frederick Duke of Cumberland at Westminster, 
the train of the Chief Mourner — a Duke — was 
borne by a Baronet. 


A.D. 1801 


1 ‘fanuary. Union of Ireland with Great Britain. 
Baronets of Great Britain ceased to be created, but 
no precedence inter se was established as among 
Baronets of the three Kingdoms, or between 
Baronets of Ireland and those of Great Britain. 

20 March. First Baronet of the United Kingdom 
created. 

A.D. 1806 


8 ‘fanuary. At the removal of Lord Netson’s remains 
from Greenwich Hospital to Whitehall Stairs and 
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the Admiralty, Baronets were allotted place in the 
usual manner. It may be assumed that they were 
also present in the Funeral procession to St. Paul’s 
on the following day. 


22 February. At the funeral in Westminster Abbey 
of the great William Pitt, Baronets also attended 
in their proper place. 


A.D. 12830 


13 November. At the funeral of Princess Amelia, 
youngest daughter of His Majesty the King, the 
train of the Chief Mourner was borne by Lady 
Halford, a Baronet’s wife. 


A.D. 1814 
The Hon. Henry Blackwood, and Hon. George 
Grey, — sons of Peers, — were created Baronets. 
A.D. 1820 


29 “fanuary. King George III died, having made, 
during his reign, the following creations, viz : 
329 Baronets of Great Britain 
59 Baronets of Ireland 
140 Baronets of the United Kingdom (since 1800). 


528 ) 
one of the last named creations being son of Earl 
Grey, and another, son of the Baroness Dufferin 
and Clandeboye. 
GEORGE IV 
A.D. 1821 


19 Fuly. Coronation of the King at Westminster 
Abbey. 
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A.D. 1825 


10 April, Mr. Edwin Windsor Sandys, eldest son 
of a Baronet, was knighted as such at Windsor. 


A.D. 1827 


Mr. John Edmund de Beauvoir, eldest son of a 
Baronet, was knighted as such at Dublin Castle. 


19 December. Royal Ordinance was passed, by Writ 
of Privy Seal, revoking and making void the pro- 
mise and grant made by King James I, in Letters 
Patent dated 28 May 1612, that Baronets and their 
heirs male, if not Knights and being of full age, 
should be knighted ; and ordaining that Patents of 
Creation after this date should not contain the 
usual knighthood clause ; without prejudice, never- 
theless, to former Patents, or to the rights and 
privileges now by law belonging to Baronets and 
their heirs male. 

This Ordinance, although depreciating future 
Baronetcies, and thus dealing a blow at the Baronet- 
age, as well as at the two Monarchs who strove 
to secure for ever to this Degree a rare and signal 
honour as part compensation for its abnormal 
abasement in the scale of precedency, is neverthe- 
less a useful example of the Kingly method proper 
to be used by Sovereigns, when they desire release 
from the solemn and binding promises made in 
their name by competent Royal Ancestors. It 
is a thorough, straightforward, and sufficiently 
gracious Proclamation, and, whatever we may 
think of the “divers good causes and consider- 
ations” which brought it about, it does not 
seek to affect the Royal Promises on parchment 


UNDER 27 SOVEREIGNS 45 


under the Great Seal possessed by an enormous 
majority of the Baronets then living, who were, 
and whose successors are still, entitled to make a 
legal claim to every privilege conferred by Letters 
Patent ; Rights conferred in the Kingdom of 
Scotland being doubly secure on account of their 
ratification by Acts of Parliament. 


A.D. 1829 


About this time Mr. Robert John Wilmot-Horton, 
eldest son of the 2nd Baronet Wilmot, obtained 
Knighthood on application. 


A.D. 1830 


26 ‘fune. George IV died. He had created 55 
Baronets of United Kingdom. 


WILLIAM IV 
A.D. 1831 
8 September. Coronation of the King at Westminster 
Abbey. 
A.D. 1834 
g August. Mr. Richard Broun, eldest son of Sir 
James Broun, Baronet of Colstoun, issued a state- 
ment concerning the institution of the Baronetage, 
together with a Circular from Sir Charles Cocke- 


rell, Baronet M.P., and others, announcing their 
desire to revive all its rights and privileges. 


A.D. 19%%5 


26 May. As a result of the 1834 Circular, a pre- 
liminary Meeting of Baronets was held at the 
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Clarendon Hotel in Bond Street, Sir Francis 
Shuckburgh presiding. A Provisional Committee 
was appointed with Mr. R. Broun as Hon. Sec- 
retary, and it was resolved to convene a General 
Meeting to pass Resolutions declaratory of the 
intention of the Degree to preserve all its rights 
and privileges. | 


22 ‘fune. A General Meeting was held accordingly. 


Two Petitions to the King were approved ; the 
first of them praying that an Inquiry and Report 
be made as to the prefix “ Honourable ” claimed 
by the Petitioners ; that Supporters be assigned to 
the Arms of Baronets ; and Vestments and Decor- 
ations of Estate to their persons suitable to the 
conjunct dignities of Baronet and Knight ; also 
that a Chapter of Baronets be formed for the 
regulation of their Degree, the Statutes of which 
to be first submitted for the King’s sanction. 
Drawings of Knights’ costume accompanied this 
Petition. The second one prayed for a Ribbon 
and Badge to wear in the Royal presence. 


8 Fuly. These said Petitions were presented to 


King William at a Levee by a deputation, who 
received His Majesty’s assurance, given in a 
gracious manner, that he would take a personal 
interest in their wishes. 


29 August. ‘The Petitions, having been sent to the 
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Earl Marshal in the usual fashion, were by His 
Grace this day referred in the customary ridiculous 
way to his subordinates in the College of Arms. 


October, The Heralds’ College reported on the 
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Petitions, showing much incapacity in opposing 
everything contained in them, historical or other- 
wise, and that in a manner below the style of 
Heralds of the olden time, as can be seen by com- 
parison. So in the main they were rejected by 
the King. His Majesty, however, ordered that 
the Heralds should prepare designs for a Badge, 
and the Committee of Baronets entered into a 
correspondence with the Home Office on this 
subject, hoping to obtain a concession to their 
wishes. The Heralds’ Report was printed in later 
days, with crushing answers following each of its 
five clauses, and a final summary reflecting on the 
Earl Marshal and Home Secretary: all by an 
_ unknown critic. 


23 November. The Home Secretary, Lord John 
Russell, informed the Petitioners that there were 
obstacles delaying the fulfilment of the King’s 
intention concerning a Badge. 

Respecting knighthood, Mr. William O’Malley, 
eldest son of a Baronet, was, as such, knighted this 
year at Dublin Castle. 


A.D. 1836 


29 April. A General Meeting was held, presided 
over by Sir John Chetwode Bt., at which an 
Address to members of the Baronetage was ordered 


to be prepared. 


30 May. Another General Meeting was held, under 
the presidency of Sir Roger Greisley Bt., at which 
was drawn up an excellent and most loyal Address 
to the King, reciting what had taken place, asking 
for His Majesty’s sympathy, saying that in foreign 
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Courts Baronets had been often set below their 
inferiors for want of an outward decoration, and 
praying to be placed on the same footing as their 
peers in Scotland. ‘The Address was signed by 
Sir Roger Greisley Bt. M.P. on behalf of his 
colleagues, all of whose names were given. 


13 ‘une. A copy of the said Address was delivered 
to Lord John Russell, Secretary of State for the 
Home Department. 


16 ‘fune. Lord John Russell received a deputation 
of Baronets respecting it. 


8 “fuly. Lord John Russell wrote Sir Roger Greisley 
that he had laid a copy of the said Address before 
the King, and His Majesty would receive the 
Address at the Levee whenever they wished to 
present it, and it would then be referred to him- 
self ; but having considered its object, and a 
Report from the Heralds’ College, his impression 
was that he could not advise the King to comply 
with the prayer. 

This self-subordination of the King and_ his 
Minister to persons hardly known in Society was 
singular ; but it necessarily ended the affair, the 
Russell decision arousing, naturally, absolute rid- 
icule. ¢ 


20 ‘fuly. Mr. Richard Broun, eldest son of a 
Baronet, applied to the Lord Chamberlain to 
present him to the Sovereign to be knighted, 
quoting clauses in the Constitution of the Baronet- 
age relating to this matter, and the documents and 
Certificates considered by Counsel to be necessary. 
A long correspondence took place. 
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4 August. Letter written by the Home Office to 
Mr. Broun, acquainting him that Lord John 
Russell had referred his letter to the Kings of 
Arms, who had reported that the Broun Patent 
did not contain a Knighthood clause, and, that 
being so, Mr. Richard Broun had no claim ; and 
in consequence thereof the Home Secretary could 
not recommend His Majesty to comply with the 
request. 

Mr. Broun promptly declined to accept this 
decision, contending that his right was secured by 
the Statute Law of Scotland (28 June 1663), 
rectified afterwards by the Act of Union. To 
this there followed many references and delays, 
revealing distinct prejudice against Mr. Broun’s 
case. 


21 October. In consequence of the above, a General 
Meeting of Baronets of Scotland was held in 
Edinburgh, Sir John Campbell Bt. of Ardna- 
murchan presiding, at which Mr. Richard Broun 
pointed out the right of each and all of them to a 
grant of 16,000 acres of land in Nova Scotia ; also 
that during Charles I’s reign 111 Baronets received 
grants by Charters which had been twice ratified 
by Acts of the Scottish Parliament. It was 
decided to hold a Special General Meeting. 


“ A.D. 1837 


> 
11 May. A General Meeting of Baronets of Scotland 
was held in London to consider the same subject. 


Me 
1s May. A second Meeting in London took place, 
5) Waay 
when the Marquess of Downshire, and the Baro- 
nets Lord Kilmanie, Cockburn of eesburn, 
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Murray of Blackbarony, Maclean of Morvaren, 
and Cooper, agreed to attend to any proposals that 
an Assemblage of Baronets in Edinburgh might 
think right. 


29 May. Another Meeting in Edinburgh was held, 
and it was decided to draw up a case for Counsel. 


20 ‘fune. King William died, having, during his 
reign, created 58 Baronets of the United Kingdom. 


VICTORIA 
A.D. 1837 


15 fFuly. A Special Meeting of Baronets was held 
in London at the house of Sir Robert Fitzwygram 
Bt., presided over by Sir Francis Shuckburgh Bt., 
to hear Mr William Crawford, Standing Counsel 
for the Baronetage, deliver an address on the sub- 
ject of the claims made in Mr. Broun’s Circular 
of 1834. It was along and powerful address with 
a wealth of historical research, and commenced by 
lamenting that the King’s advisers had submitted 
the Petitions of 1835 to Heralds; pointing out 
that the Petitioners ought to have distinctly re- 
quested an investigation of their rights before the 
Privy Council or other competent Tribunal. He 
then went on to say that he did not deem Heralds 
to be competent to construe Charters and Decrees, 
and recommended that a General Meeting should 
pass declaratory resolutions of their rights, and 
resume, as of rights inherent in the Baronetage, 
such privileges and distinctions as justly belonged 
to them under the Charters. He added that he 
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. did not believe it competent for even Majesty 
itself to deprive any grade of hereditary dignity of 
any of its privileges. Before sitting down, Mr. 
Crawford alluded to the fact that nearly 400 
Baronets were enrolled in support of the movement. 

At the conclusion of this address Resolutions 
were passed to have it printed and circulated, also 
to prepare a case for the Attorney-General relating 
to the claim of Baronets to have a place assigned 
them in all Royal and State Processions, in analogy 
with other hereditary Degrees. (Mr. Crawford’s 
Address was reprinted in 1898, occupying 70 
pages of Crown Octavo). 


A.D. 1838 


22 March. A General Meeting of the Baronetage 
was held, and a graceful Petition to the young 
Queen from “ the Baronets of the Realm, English, 
Scottish, and Irish,” was adopted, which, after 
early historical references, pointed out that during 
the Commonwealth certain chartered rights and 
privileges had become dormant but were now 
again in full force. The Petition prayed that 
Royal Commands might issue for the purpose of 
providing a suitable place and befitting vestments 
of Estate for the Petitioners at the approaching 
Coronation ; and, in the event of Her Majesty 
requiring the advice of Law Officers, that the 
Baronets might appear by Counsel in support of 
their claims. A Committee was appointed to 
represent the Meeting. 


g April. The said Petition was presented to the 
Queen through the Home Office and referred by 


52 THE BARONETAGE 


the Secretary thereof to the Earl Marshal, who, 
with historical ignorance and official incapacity, 
gave as his opinion that there was “no ground for 
such a claim”, and that compliance therewith 
would “ lead to very great embarrassment.” 


28 April. In consequence of the Home Office sub- 
ordinating itself to the Earl Marshal in this matter, 
the Committee now presented through Counsel a 
Petition on the subject to the Court of Claims, 
consisting of Privy Councillors, and now sitting. 


26 May. The “Claim” having been put before 
them, the Court of “ Claims” now stated their 
incompetence to entertain it. The Baronets, they 
said, might petition the Queen to refer it to the 
Law Officers, or else bring it by Petition before 
the Queen in Council. What a satire on Consti- 
tutional Government and Courts of Claims ! 
What excellent matter for a Farce on the Stage ! 


8 ‘fune. The Committee, trying to be lawful to 
advice given, did now petition the young Queen 
to refer their claim to the Law Officers of the 
Crown. 


A.D. 1838 


22 ‘fune. At this end of a fortnight, the Court of 
Claims stood befooled for having advised as they 
did ; for the reply to the Baronetage Committee’s 
second Petition, received through the Secretary of 
State, was that “ Her Majesty had not given any 
commands on the subject of the Petition ! ” 


28 ‘fune. Coronation of Queen Victoria, aged 19, 
at Westminster Abbey. 
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10 Fuly. A General Meeting of the Baronetage was 
now held at the Clarendon Hotel,to receive the 
Report of their Committee. It was then decided 
to try the other advice of the Court of Claims, but 
to do so in respect of the whole of their case as to 
privilege, by means of a Petition that there should 
be a hearing of the same before the Queen in 
Council, and a judicial determination thereon like 
there had been in a.p. 1612 concerning preceden- 
cy as between Baronets and the younger sons of 
Viscounts and Barons. 


A.D. 1840 


14 May. A Special Meeting of the Baronetage 
‘Committee was held, for the purpose of issuing a 
Report to the Degree and inviting all to attend a 
Meeting onthe 28thinst. This Report explained 
the proceedings of the Committee since its forma- 
tion on 22 March 1838 ; and recommended that 
a Permanent Committee should be formed consist- 
ing of 20 Baronets of England, 16 of Scotland, 
14 of Ireland, 22 of Great Britain, and 28 of the 
United Kingdom ; and that attention should be 
first concentrated on the maintenance of all chart- 
ered rights, and the obtaining of Badge and Ribbon, 
Supporters, Gc. 

| A.D. 1840 , 

28 May. General Meeting of Baronetage held, but 
adjourned. 

15 ‘fune. Adjourned General Meeting held at Clar- 


endon Hotel, London, Sir Henry Martin Bt. in 
the chair, at which the following Resolutions were 


passed — 
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1. To form a permanent Committee of Privileges, 
with power and authority to act for the common good 
and benefit of the Degree in all matters appertaining to 
its state and dignity. 

2. To collect and preserve records. 

3. To carry into effect all special instructions from 
General Meetings. 


The Meeting then adjourned until 1 5th July. 


15 ‘fuly. Second adjourned General Meeting held 
at Clarendon Hotel, resulting in the foundation of 
“‘ The Committee of the Baronetage for Privileges” 
as recommended on the 14th May; Sir Francis 
Shuckburgh Bt. being appointed Treasurer of the 
same, and Mr. Richard Broun (eldest son of a 
Baronet) Honorary Secretary and Registrar. Such 
Peers and Privy Councillors as were Baronets and 
concurred in the proceedings, were to be honorary 
Members, the names of all appointed being as 
follows :— 


ENGLISH 


Sir Edmund Bacon (Premier Baronet of the Degree) 
Sir George Musgrave Sir Henry Webb . 
Sir John Cope Sir Fredk. Shuckburgh 
Sir W. Nigel Gresley Sir William Boothby 

Sir Grenville Temple Sir Henry Bedinfield 

Sir Henry Boynton Sir J. Chandos Reade 

Sir M.H. Hicks-Beach Sir J.D. Broughton 

Sir Henry Tichborne Sir George H. Smyth 

Sir John Mansel Sir Charles Blois 

Sir Edmund Prideaux Sir John Chetwode 

Sir W. Templer Pole Sir Baldwyn Leighton 

Sir John Browne-Cave 


SCOTTISH 


Sir James Gordon (Senior Baronet 
Sir Thos. Livingstone Sir Robt. Abercromby 
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Sir James Colquhoun Sir Neil Menzies 


Sir William Ogilvie Sir John Pringle 

Sir W. Alex. Maxwell Sir James ‘Broun 

Sir Michael Bruce Sir William Dunbar 

Sir John Forbes Sir James Stuart 

Sir John Fairlie | Sir John Reid 

Sir Fitzroy Maclean Sir R. Keith Dick 
IRISH 


Sir Charles Coote (Senior Baronet) 
Sir Gerald G. Aylmer Sir Lucius O’Brien 


Sir James Stewart Sir George F. Hodson 
Sir Thomas Butler Sir John Burke 
Sir E.D. Borrowes Sir Hugh D. Massey 
Sir J.C. Meredyth Sir H. M. J. Jervis 
Sir Amyrald Dancer 

BRITISH 
Sir John D. King (Senior Baronet) 
Sir Henry Lambert Sir John W. Guise 
Sir Edward Perrott Sir Graham Hamond 
Sir B. W. Bridges Sir Richard Jodrell 
Sir C. Codrington Sir F. Fletcher Vane 
Sir Francis Knowles Sir Charles Salusbury 
Sir George Burrard Sir Charles Lamb 
Sir Francis Morland Sir Allan Bellingham 
Sir Hugh Palliser Sir Edward Hartopp 
Sir S. Osborne Gibbes Sir Thomas Turton 
Sir Henry Peyton Sir Thomas P. Hayes 


Sir Windham Dalling Sir Henry Thompson 
UNITED KINGDOM 


Sir Henry Vavasour (Senior Baronet) . 
Sir Henry Mainwaring Sir Edward Bromhead 
Sir Robert Fitz-Wygram Sir Timothy Shelley 


Sir William Hillary Sir Montague Cholmeley 
Sir Edward Stanhope Sir Robert Shaw 
Sir Vincent Corbet Sir Trayton Drake 


Sir Edwin B. Sandys Sir Arthur Chichester 


it 
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Sir Claudius Hunter Sir Thomas Phillipps 
Sir Joseph E. Leeds Sir Charles Forbes 

Sir William Wraxall Sir Charles Ochterlony 
Sir John P. Beresford Sir William Anson 

Sir Clifford Constable Sir Robert Harty 

Sir Richard G. Simeon Sir Robert Campbell 


Sir Guy Campbell Sir Theod. Brinckman 

Sir Compton Domvile Sir John J. Walsham 

Sir Peregrine Acland Sir Thomas Brisbane 

Sir Thomas Hare Sir James R. Carnac 

Sir Robert Bateson Sir Georges D’A. Irvine 
A.D. 1841 


2 February. 'The Committee for Privileges, consti- 
tuted last year, adopted a special Report made to 
them, and agreed to issue the following recom- 
mendations, viz: ‘“ That Supporters and other 
‘exterior heraldic ornaments pertaining of right 
“to the Baronetage be adopted by solemn Reso- 
“‘Jution and be binding on all who concur in the 
“same; also That the Committee should be em- 
“powered to assign such Supporters &ec., on 
“application, and that every Baronet accepting 
“the same should register them in the Heralds’ 


“College, or in the office of this Committee for 
“« Privileges. ” 


11 March. A meeting of Nova Scotia Baronets took 
place on the subject of their property there, the 
Marquess of Downshire taking the chair. 


6 April. Another Meeting of Nova Scotia Baronets 
was held at the Thatched House, St. James’ for 


the same purpose as the last, the Marquess of 
Huntly taking the chair. 


28 April, A third Meeting of Nova Scotia Baronets 
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was held, at which it was resolved to form an 
Association for promoting settlement in that 
Colony and establish the rights of such Baronets 
as should be members thereof. 


4-10 May. Meetings for the same purpose as the 


last were held on the 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, and roth 
May. 


14 May. A general Meeting of the Baronetage was 
held in London at which were considered the 
Committee’s Recommendations of 2nd February, 
from which no Members had, up to then, dissen- 
ted; and it was now resolved that the said Recom- 
mendations should become Resolutions, and that 

. the Committee be empowered to register the 
Arms, Supporters, &c., of all who should apply. 
It was also decided as follows, viz: ‘‘’That the 
“ancient honorary style of ‘“‘ The Honourable ” 
<< which was attributed to the Order by its Royal 
“ Founder, and universally ascribed to Baronets 
“and Baronetesses in former reigns, shall be re- 
“ sumed. ” 


17 May. A Meeting of Nova Scotia Baronets was 
held, and passed a series of Resolutions for forming 
a British-American Association for the purposes of 
Emigration and Consolidation. 


25 May. The Duke of Argyll was made President 
of the Association formed on the 17th instant. 


4. fune. A General Meeting of the Baronetage was 
held at the Clarendon Hotel, London, at which 
the following Resolution, among others, was 
passed, viz: “ That all Baronets in future be 


58 THE BARONETAGE 


“requested to put BARONET, or its abbreviation, 
“‘ after their names on their cards of address, and 
“also after their signatures in all writings and 
“‘namings &c., as a proper and suitable distinction 
“ of their rank, ” 


7 fuly. A circular was issued to-day to Nova Scotia 
Baronets concerning the work of the Association 
formed in May, and providing for a Consulting 
Council to assist in the same. 


18 September, Ata Meeting of the Committee of 
the Baronetage for Privileges, its Honorary Secre- 
tary, Mr. Broun, provided a form of application in 
accordance with the provisions of the General 
Meeting of 14 May, and a form of Certificate to 
be granted when Arms @&c. had been registered in 
his Office. 


8 December. Mr. Broun having made an application 
for Knighthood as eldest son of a Baronet, this was 
to-day illegally refused by the Lord Chamberlain. 
During this year this indefatigable eldest son 
brought out his book ‘“‘ The Baronetage for 1841.” 


A.D. 1842 


2 February. A Meeting of Nova Scotia Baronets was 
held at the house of Sir Frederick Hamilton Bt. 


22 April. A Meeting of the Nova Scotia Consul- 
ting Council took place, with the Duke of Argyll 
in the chair. 


29 April. An adjourned Meeting of the same Con- 
sulting Council took place with the Marquess of 
Downshire in the chair. 
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10 May. Ata Meeting of the Committee of the 
Baronetage for Privileges, Sir Henry Mervyn 
Vavasour Bt. in the chair, Resolutions were passed 
(1) shewing that the course taken by the Crown 
Officers on Mr. Broun’s application for Knight- 
hood in 1836 was in direct contravention of the 
constitution of the Baronetage; (2) protesting 
strongly against the irregular opinion of the Attor- 
ney and Solicitor Generals of England upon which 
the Lord Chamberlain had arrived; (3) providing 
that Sir Robert Peel, Head of the Government, 
be informed of the refusal and requested to inter- 
pose, so that the Lord Chamberlain be directed to 
present for Knighthood all eldest sons of Baronets 

-who should apply for the same. Finally a strong 
Report was prepared for submission to the Annual 
Meeting to be held on the fourth of June. 


11 May. The three Resolutions passed at the Meet- 
ing of the previous day were sent to Sir Robert 
Peel, Baronet, the Prime Minister. 


18 May. Reply received from the Prime Minister 
that he approved the course pursued by the Lord 
Chamberlain, and declined to interfere. 


4 ‘fune. ‘The Annual General Meeting of Baronets 
held, and the following Resolution unanimously 


adopted :— 


“That the Prime Minister having approved of 
“the course pursued by the Lord Chamberlain in 
“the case of Mr. Broun’s application for Knight- 
“ hood, which course the Committee for Privi- 
“‘leges after mature deliberation have found and 
«declared to be in direct contravention of the 
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“CONSTITUTION of the BARONETAGE, a STATUTE 
“raw of the Realm of scortanp, the ARTICLES of 
“‘ union, the obligations of the CoRONATION OATH, 
“and the unbroken PRECEDENTS of 230 Years, this 
“ General Meeting do require of Mr. Broun—in 
“‘whose person the natitial rights of the eldest 
“sons of the whole of the Baronets in the United 
“Realm have been violated,—that he will, in 
“ virtue of his being a Knight de jure, as the eldest 
“son of a member of the Order of ancient creation, 
‘“* vindicate this fundamental and inalienable privi- 
“lege of the Eldest Sons of Baronets by henceforth 
‘using, taking, and enjoying the ancient chival- 
“rous dignity of a Knight (Eques Auratus) with 
““the immunities and _ precedencies thereunto 
“ belonging : 

*“‘ And that the Committee for Privileges do record 
“the same in the Journals of the Order, that the 
‘‘ precedent may rule in future the cases of all such 
‘‘ Eldest Sons of Baronets as may hereafter apply 
‘“‘ for Knighthood under the Letters Patent of the 
“roth and 11th Jac: I, and experience a similar 
“ arbitrary and illegal course of procedure on the 
“‘ part of the responsible Officers of the Crown.” 

In consequence of this Resolution being passed, 
Mr. Richard Broun then and there formally ‘as- 
sumed Knighthood with a right to all privileges 
thereto belonging. 


8 une. The third Meeting of the aforesaid Nova 


Scotia Consulting Council was held, and a Pros- 
pectus sanctioned advertising the name of the 
“« British-American Association ”’ and that it would 
have a Capital of a Million Pounds for promoting 
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Emigration and Colonisation ; the President of the 
Association being the Duke of Argyll, assisted by 
fifteen Vice Presidents, all Peer-Baronets. 

On the same day, in Edinburgh, a Petition 
prepared for presentation to Queen Victoria was 
signed by members of “'The Noble Order of 
Knights-Baronets of Scotland and Nova Scotia,” 
pointing out that the office of Hereditary Lieute- 
nant of Nova Scotia, — upon the holder of which 
Charles I had bestowed the right to convene such 
Knights-Baronets in an Assembly or Chapter, — 
being now dormant, doubts had been thrown on 
the validity of some of their titles ; and praying 
for a Royal Mandate to hold a Chapter of the 
Noble Order in Edinburgh whenever required for 
the purpose of inspecting proofs of title, and regu- 
lating all matters concerning the Order. 

The petition was signed by Lord Caithness and 
others, and doubtless was duly presented, but it 
appears to have had no result. 


20 Fune. Ata meeting this day of the Committee 
of the Baronetage for Privileges, letters were read 
from members not present on the 4th inst. offering 
to the Honorary Secretary — now Sir Richard 
Broun Knt. — their congratulations on the manner 
in which he had asserted his natitial right to the 
dignity he had assumed ; and a Resolution was 
passed to present to him a testimonial comprising 
insignia pertaining to the degree of ‘‘Eques Auratus”, 
as a pledge of approbation, and of determination to 
revive this equestrian honour. ‘Trustees were 
appointed to give effect to this Resolution. 
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A.D. 1843 
27 May. Ata Meeting held to-day for the purpose, 


Sir Richard Broun was presented with a testimonial 
comprising Golden Collar of S.S., a Sword, a 
Ring, Spurs &c. The agitation concerning the 
privileges of Baronets, initiated by himself, had 
now existed for nearly nine years, and was a worthy 
attempt to support the painful struggles ever assoc- 
iated with the Sixth Hereditary Degree. 


31 October. A Meeting of Baronets of Scotland and 
Nova Scotia was held in London, the Marquess of 
Downshire presiding, to discuss their territorial 
rights in New Brunswick. Ina letter received from 
an Agent at Fredericton was enclosed one received 
by the Agent from the Lieutenant-Governor saying 
that he took great interest in this matter ; and only 
desired that the applications of Baronets should 
specify the conditions upon which they desired to 
acquire suitable lands. 


A.D. 1844 


8 August. A General Meeting of Baronets of Scot- 
land and Nova Scotia was held in Glasgow, Sir John 
Campbell Bt. of Ardnamurchan in the chair, at 
which Sir Richard Broun read a Report of the 
steps taken since 1835 for the revival of the territ- 
orial rights of Scottish Baronets in British America. 


7 November. Another General Meeting like the last 
was held this day, at which a Committee of Baron- 
ets was appointed to uphold the territorial rights 
aforesaid. Sir Richard Broun’s book “ The Baron- 
etage for 1844”, had been inscribed this year, — 
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with an expression of confident hope in him when 
King, — to Albert Edward, Prince of Wales, K. G. 


A.D. 1847 


g September. A Meeting of the Scottish Committee 
appointed on 7 November 1844 was held in Edin- 
burgh, at which Sir Richard Broun read a Report 
on the progress being made in London, under legal 
opinion, for reviving, by means of a “ Petition of 
Right’’, the rights of Scottish Baronets each to a 
free Barony and Regality of 16,000 acres in Nova 
Scotia, together with seat and voice in the Provin- 
cial Parliaments &c. ; also rights and privileges in 
respect of other matters. 


A.D. 1848 


23 May. Another Meeting of the aforesaid Scottish 
Committee was held in London, and passed a series 
of Resolutions in respect of the course to be taken. 


2 ‘fune. A deputation of Scottish Baronets waited 
upon Lord Grey, the Colonial Secretary, and, in 
accordance with the Resolutions of 23rd May, 
placed in his hands a Memorandum and Protest, 
accompanied by arguments, and signed by Sir 
W.H. Maxwell Bt. and Sir Richard Broun Bt. 
This document commenced by stating the objects 
of the Deputation to be somewhat as follows, viz. 


(1) To present a copy of a paper styled “The Nova 
Scotia Question” containing all necessary statistics. 

(2) To submit that, in lieu of all territorial claims, a 
grant might be made to the Scottish Baronets of two 
and a half Millions of acres of vacant land in New 
Brunswick. 
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(3) To place in the hands of Queen Victoria’s Govern- 
ment a formal protest against sale, grant, or concession 
of any vacant land in the Province of Nova Scotia (as 
originally bounded) pending settlement of the Baronets’ 
present claim by Petition of Right. 


A.D. 1849 


During this year more Meetings of Scottish 
Baronets were held, but no practical result obtained 
in connection with their claim to lands granted 
under Royal Charter. 

Nor was a single claim granted to the Baronetage 
in general, in spite of all that had been strenuously 
submitted to the Crown through the Committee 
for Privileges. In consequence thereof this Com- 
mittee, which had worked since 1840, was now 
dissolved; but this without any surrender by the 
Sixth Hereditary Degree of the rights it had justly 


claimed. 


A.D. 1857 


6 August. A well-known Parsee, Jamsetjee Jejee- 


bhoy, of Mazagan Castle, Bombay, was created 
Baronet by the Queen through the Governor- 
General of India. 


A.D. 1860 


The Governor-General of India in Council, with 
the Queen’s sanction, passed an Act providing that 
all heirs male of Sir Jamsetjee Jejeebhoy Bt. to 
whom his dignity of Baronet should descend 
should, on succeeding, take upon themselves the 
name of Jamsetjee Jejeebhoy and none other. 

It may be remarked that the Parsee custom was 
to use two names, and to make the first of these in 
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one generation the last name of the succeeding 
generation. Thus without a Baronetcy and the 
Act just mentioned, the names of this family 
would have remained as follows :— 


Pi HONeTANOM.....60 rs Jamsetjee Jejeebhoy 

By. gencration2........ Cursetjee Jamsetjee 

Ce generation 532... Sane = Cursetjee 
owasjee 


These four Parsees have all borne the name of Sir 


Jamsetjee Jejeebhoy, as Baronets under the Act 
No. xx of 1860. 


A.D. 1865 


21 February. Mr. George C. O’Donel, eldest son 
of Sir Richard A. O’Donel, Baronet, was knighted 
by the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in compliance 
with the clause in the family Patent of 1780. 


A.D. 1874 


12 February. Mr. Ludlow Cotter, eldest son of Sir 
James Lawrence Cotter, Baronet, of Rockforest, 
was knighted at Windsor in accordance with the 
Clause in the Patent of 1763 granting to this 
family a Baronetcy of Ireland. 


A.D. 1876 


An Act was passed empowering the Crown to 
create Life Peerages on distinguished lawyers. 


A.D. 1888 


11 fanuary. A letter appeared in the “ Morning 
Post” newspaper termed “ Baronetcies in con- 
fusion”, showing that in the Obituary for 1887, 
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among titles lately extinct, were mentioned three 
Baronets who had acquired double surnames, viz: 
those of ‘ Home-Speirs, Wilmot-Horton, and 
Broke-Middleton ”; and arguing the absurdity of 
permitting any names created by Royal Patent as 
the name to which “ Baronet ” was to be attached 
to be altered at pleasure. If a law on this matter 
can be made in India, it was not asking much to 
suggest some similar law in Great Britain and 
Ireland. Surely in a Baronet’s Patent his surname 
should be made as permanent as it would be if the 
title of Baron or Viscount were attached to it. 


A.D. 1890 


1 September. Another Parsee, Dinshaw Manockjee- 


12 


Petit, was created Baronet. His family, doubtless 
having in mind the Act of 1860, had adopted this 
final and extra name of “ Petit ” in order to keep 
the prior names unaltered in the method of 
sequence, and not surrender this habit as the Jejee- 
bhoy family had done. The ancient names of the 
family therefore remained as follows :-— . 


Av. spetieration.s ..tis<. Dinshaw Manockjee 
B. generation......... Framjee Dinshaw Petit 
C. generation......... Jejeebhoy Framjee 

A.D. 1896 


March. ‘The Home Secretary (unfortunately a 
Baronet), after consulting the Prime Minister (a 
Peer), wrote to Claude Champion de Crespigny 
Esq., aged 26, refusing him Knighthood as prom- 
ised to him in the Patent from George III, held by 


UNDER 27 SOVEREIGNS 67 


Sir Claude his father, on the ground that the Lord 
Chancellor had advised that the said clause in the 
Patent was not valid. This appeared to many to 
be an insult, no reason being given for thus treating 


King George’s Royal signature. 
A.D. 1897 


27 August. A notice appeared in newspapers an- 
nouncing that a Royal Order had been issued 
granting to the sons and daughters of Life Peers 
the title of ‘ Honourable”, and a_ precedence 
among themselves to the dates of the Patents of 
their respective fathers. Here we have the modern 
style of advisers of the Crown, in their presuming 
to invent a new grant for a Monarch to make, viz : 
the title of ““ Honourable ’’, one for which the public 
only 1s to be thanked for in the case both of younger 
sons of Earls, Viscounts, and Barons, and of 
Baronets. 


31 August. ‘The Times” newspaper published a 
letter from Sir Charles Rich Bt. with the signature 
“ Justitiae Tenax ”, pointing out that the aforesaid 
Royal Order was a direct infraction of James [’s 
undertaking that neither he nor his Successors 
would at any time create a dignity between Barons 
and Baronets ; also that the privileges of Baronets 
were being more and more ignored, and even their 
style of “ Honourable” withheld from them by 
modern Society, so that their place was now low- 
ered in the social scale more than ever. 


10 November. Owing to the efforts of Sir Charles 


Rich a Meeting of Baronets was held this day at 
the Bristol Hotel in London, Rear-Admiral Sir 
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Lambton Loraine Bt. being voted to the Chair. 
After discussion, a provisional Committee was 
appointed to deal with affairs, Sir Charles Rich Bt. 
and Mr. Francis W. Pixley undertaking to be its 


honorary Secretaries. 


November. ‘The Times” published a programme 

sent to it by Mr. Foster, Hon. M.A. (a genealogical 
writer) who sought to gather around himself a 
body to be called “ The Senior Committee of the 
Honourable Order of Baronets ” for the purpose of 
opposing the new Royal Order, and gave the names 
of some sixty-seven Baronets (including g Peers) 
as supporters of hismovement. This private effort 
had been made known to the Bristol Hotel Meet- 
ing of roth inst., but not approved. 


December. A Meeting of the new Provisional 
Committee was held in the City of London at 58 
Coleman Street, and arrangements made for a 
Meeting open to the whole Degree. 


A.D. 1898 


_ 


5 ‘fanuary. A Circular was issued by the Provisional 


26 


Committee pointing out that other Orders of 
Nobility could meet at the House of Lords, and 
the Orders of Knighthood had Chapters and 


organisation. 


‘fanuary. A General Convention of the Baronet- 
age took place at the Hotel Victoria in London, 
Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. being voted to the Chair, 
and the situation was discussed. It was decided 
to form a body to be called ‘“* The Honourable 
Society of the Baronetage ”, and instructions were 
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passed and delivered to an Executive Committee 
of the same consisting of 25 Baronets, with 
Mr. Francis W. Pixley as Registrar. The Chair- 
man’s speech was afterwards printed and circulated. 


27 ‘fanuary. ‘‘The Times” published these events, 
and the names of the 182 Baronets first enrolled 
in the Society. 


g March. The Executive Committee commenced 
their work at Mr. Pixley’s Office, 58 Coleman 
Street, Sir Montagu Burgoyne Bt. first taking the 


chair. 


17 March. 'The Provisional Committee of 10 Nov- 
ember last was wound up. 


30 March. The Rt. Hon. Sir Herbert E. Maxwell 
Bt., P.C., having been elected to the Chair at 
Meetings of the Executive Committee, took his 
place to-day ; but resigned after holding it three 
months. 


7 Fuly. At the Executive Meeting of to-day Sir 
Lambton Loraine Bt. was elected Chairman. 


20 fuly. A Deputation from the Honourable Society 
waited on the Earl Marshal (the Duke of Norfolk) 
at his house, presenting him with an Address and 
asking his assistance in their work of duty, which 
he courteously appeared ready to give. 


22 Fuly. The first Annual General Meeting of the 
Honourable Society of the Baronetage,—herein- 
after called the “ H.S.B.”—, presided over by the 
Chairman of Committee, was held at Middle 
Temple Hall, and a telegram of sympathy sent to 
the Prince of Wales in consequence of a bad 
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accident which had happened to His Royal High- 
ness. It was then pointed out to the Meeting 
that a few gentlemen neither born in, nor belong- 
ing to, any Hereditary Peers’ degree, nor possessing 
any special qualification, had been placed by the 
Sovereign, in defiance of James I’s Decree, above 
men whose Ancestors had served the State, and 
whose reward of dignity had descended from 
father to son ; and that to-day the Secretary had 
sent out to all members a paper on which to place 
opinions as to what should be asked for in a 
Petition to the Crown. Among papers available 
one showed that, of the Life-Peers mentioned in 
the Warrant of this year, all but one had left 
families to take advantage of the Royal Order of 
1897, and that the total number of such children 
now entitled to the prefix of “ Honourable ” was 
68. Of these, 34 were sons, and employed as 
follows :— 

as Barristers 

as Solicitor 

as Stockbrokers ‘ 
in the Army or Militia 

a Member of Parliament 

in Holy Orders 

unclassed 

being minors. 


_—_———_ 


34 


Fuly. A dinner was given at Willis’ Restaurant 
and certain guests entertained, Sir Lambton Loraine 
Bt. taking the chair. 


I 


WWNH ON HA 


August. 'The Royal Warrant, dated the previous 
30th March, for revoking part of a Warrant of 
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22 December 1876, and giving to Life-Peers’ 
children rank immediately before all Baronets, was 
signed by the Home Secretary, after an evident 
hesitation on the subject lasting almost a whole year. 


16 August. The Warrant just mentioned was pub- 
lished in “ The London Gazette”. Letters were 
sent this day to Baronets outside the H.S.B. asking 
for opinions on the subjects submitted to members 
on the 22nd July. . 


25 August. From the 18th inst. to this date, some 
letters appeared in “ The Times” and “ The 
Daily News” on the subject of the H.S.B.’s pro- 
ceedings ; the ignorant opponents of this body 

- receiving considerable castigation from its members. 


— August. On answers being received to letters and 
papers sent out on 22 July and 16 August, it was 
made clear that a good majority of the Baronets 
appealed to were in favour of :— 


1. A re-arrangement of hereditary: family precedence. 
A place for Baronets at State Ceremonials. 

3. The restoration of the formal prefix of “ Honour- 
sable.”. 

4. An addition of Supporters to Armorial Bearings. 

5. A badge, as designed in the reign of William IV. 

6. A proper style and title. 


25 October. An important letter was ‘sent to the 
Earl Marshal from the H.S.B. stating that the 
deputation of 2oth July last had relied with con- 
fidence on the assistance of His Grace, and now 
put before him the whole case. This of course 
was as follows :— 


72 


I. 


THE BARONETAGE 


James I in 1611 promised that the number of 
Baronets should never exceed two hundred and be 
liable to diminution ; and that their rank should be 
before the Life-Bannerets of that reign, who, it is 
known, obtained rank before all sons of Barons and 
younger sons of Viscounts. This was the rank 
claimed by early Baronets. If denied them, then 
present children of the new Life-Peers should be 
placed on the same footing as those of hereditary 
Barons for the sake of consistency, and the avoidance 
of infraction of a former Monarch’s promise. 

On James I not allowing the claim put before 
him, His Majesty was remonstrated with during 
three days as was well known; and the names of 
the 92 Baronetcies then degraded by violation of 
promise were now given to the Earl Marshal, 
showing 45 of them to have been since changed for 
Peerages. 

The old courtesy style of “ Honourable ”, (of 
which fifty-one examples, casually obtained from 
twenty-one Counties, were given to the Duke), was 
never now officially used in a Baronet’s address, 
Nevertheless, such style appears often on Monuments 
and in MSS.; is vouched for by many heraldic 
writers ; and was always used by Oliver Cromwell. 

Knighthood for eldest sons entitled to it “was 
refused without reason given. 

False assumptions of the rank and title were now 
numerous, but nothing existed to deal with this 
almost illegal wrong. 


The letter repeated the covenanted privileges of 
the Baronetage, pointing out that the same now 
applied to Baronets of Ireland since 1619, to those 
of Great Britain since 1707, and to those of the 
United Kingdom since 1801. And, in order to 


make as public as possible the contents of the 
letter, copies were sent out as follows : viz. 
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To H.R.H. Albert Edward, Prince of Wales, accom- 
panied by a copy of the Address to the Earl Marshal 
of 20 July last and other papers of information. 

To Lyon and Ulster Kings of Arms, with special letters. 

To Standing-Counsel of the H.S.B. 

To all Members of the H.S.B. 


Confidential copies were sent out as follows, viz: 


To the Home Secretary. 
To the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
To Judges of the High Court, &c., &&c. 


5 November. ‘The Chairman of Committee of the 
H.S.B. sent to H.R.H. the Prince of Wales the 
principal papers connected with the movement, 
hoping H.R.H. would find interest in the letter 
of 25th ultimo written to the Earl Marshal, to 
which the Duke himself had promised to give 
his careful attention. "The Chairman received a 
courteous reply of thanks. 


A.D. 1899 


5 April. Ata Meeting of the H.S.B. Committee, 
attention was called to the fact that the Lord 
Chamberlain always ignored a Baronet’s rank in 
the lists of persons attending Court, as sent for 
publication ; there being in the lists of the Levee 
of 14th ultimo fifteen Baronets’ names without it; 
two of the same being recognised as “‘ Rt. Honour- 
able” only, and thirteen mixed up with Knights 
under the heading of “ Sirs ”. 


12 April. To-day it was pointed out at a Meeting 
that the rank was not even written on Levee 
Presentation cards received by Baronets ; and it 
was therefore agreed that all who chose should put 
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it on their visiting-cards and after their signatures, 
and, in telegrams, before the name ; and all this 
for the sake only of opposing universal discourtesy. 
A form of Mutual Agreement was accordingly 
prepared and signed, and arranged for general 
distribution. At the Court in Dublin, courtesy 
needed no such reminder as this. 


April. A letter was written by the H.S.B. to the 
Lord Chamberlain of the Queen’s Household on 
the matter aforesaid ; pointing out that the prefix 
“ Sir” stood second to the main title of a Baronet; 
also quoting James I’s Decree of 1616 which 
provides that if any question shall ever in future 
arise touching Baronets and their families, the 
same shall be decided by the rules, customs, and 
laws, as to place, precedency, privilege, &c., which 


apply to other Degrees of Dignity Hereditary. 


April. The Lord Chamberlain wrote through 
his Secretary the useless reply that his list was not 
an ‘‘official document ” but he consented to the 
request ‘‘ provided cards were written properly ”. 


April, Instructions were sent by the H.S.B. to 
the Lord Chamberlain as to proper methods of 
description of the Junior Degree, whether the 
rank should happen to be simple or compound. 


20 ‘fune. ‘The second Annual General Meeting of the 


H.S.B. was held at Middle Temple Hall, Sir L. 
Loraine Bt. in the chair, and a telegram of loyalty 
and devotion sent to the Queen, this day being the 
anniversary of Her Majesty’s Accession to the 
Throne. The Meeting were informed that no 
reply had yet been received from the Earl Marshal. 
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Special Rules were approved for regulating business 
at all Meetings ; and further Instructions were 
given to the Executive Committee in addition to 
those of January and July 1898. 

In the evening a Dinner was attended at the 
Café Royal, Sir Henry de Bathe Bt. taking the 
chair. Here was received a gracious reply from 
Her Majesty the Queen to the telegram sent from 
the General Meeting. 


23 October. The H.S.B. wrote again to the Earl 
Marshal, unfortunately with too much confidence, 
adding to their letter of 25th October 1898 for 
the purpose of reminding His Grace of the assis- 
tance given only thirteen years before to the small 
body of MALTESE NOBILITY, consisting in 1885 of 
twenty-eight Nobles,g bearing the rank of Marchese, 
1o of Conte, and g of Barone, a body without 
legislative powers and in that respect bearing some 
analogy to the Baronetage of modern times. 
However its antiquity is less; for, with two 
exceptions only, the ennoblement of these titolati 
dates between 1710 and 1796. The exceptional 
titles are one of 1350 and one of 1638. 

It was pointed out that this body was now 
represented in Malta by an Assembly of its own, 
seven members thereof forming a permanent 
Committee ; while there was also a Committee of 
five for proof of title &c., and a Committee of 
Union of Ladies consisting of six. 

The H.S.B. further pointed out that this Nobi- 
lity had received in 1886 through the Earl Gran- 
ville and the Governor of Malta, and in answer to 
complaint, Her Majesty's permission to noble 
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Maltese and their wives to take precedence next 
above puisne Judges thereafter appointed ; and to 
use in documents the title “ Illustrissimo e Nobile” 
on the ground of their being no reason for with- 
holding a courtesy “the discontinuance of which 
had been felt to be a grievance ”. 

It will be found to be amusing to compare this 
language with the treatment of the Baronetage, 
whose members also feel as a grievance the dis- 
continuance of their rights of precedence, and the 
absurdity of their title in comparison with all 
others which go from father to son. 


5 November. The Earl Marshal acknowledged the 


above letter of 23rd ult. and his interest in the 
same. 


5 December. The Editor of “Debrett”’, in his Preface 


for 1900 dated to-day, stated that for years past 
his book had referred to the growing number of 
claims put forward to ancient Baronetcies, a point 
to which the H.S.B. had strongly called attention; 
and that if no official step were taken to prevent 
them these claims would from time to time arise. 
He added that the H.S.B. had had their attention 
drawn to a Patent of 4 Edw. VI granting a 
Baronetcy to Ralph Fane (or Vane) and particulars 
shewing that, although there was here no provision 
for hereditary succession, there was the evident 
right of that Baronet to have precedence imme- 
diately after a Baron. | 

** Debrett ” then added that the advice of 
Counsel to the H.S.B. was that a Baronet’s here- 
ditary rank was a “necessary addition” to his 
name in all cases ; and that the same should appear 
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in full on visiting cards (according to the practice 
of other hereditary Degrees), also on Levee cards, 
and be written with Official Signatures. The 
abbreviation “ Bt ” might be used in certain 
ordinary cases. 


A.D. 1900 


22 fanuary. Requests were sent out to Peers being 
Baronets, asking them to join the H.S.B. 


15 May. The H.S.B. Committee considered a draft 
Petition to the Crown ; also what should be done 
in consequence of the Earl Marshal having gone 
out to South Africa to join a Cavalry Regiment 
in the Boer War, without having communicated 
anything on the matters entrusted to His Grace. 

During this month appeared a printed document 
entitled “‘ The Case for the Baronetage, as viewed 
by its Honourable Society”. [See appended Paper 
No.1]. Init will be found that James I ’s creations 
of hereditary Baronets became at once unpopular, 
on account of the conditions being so extremely 
unwise. Init are also the names of 75 ancient 
families of high distinction selected for the early 
creations ; also about 60 of the numerous Inscrip- 
tions on tombstones &c., having the title of 
“‘ Honourable ” attached to a Baronet’s name or 
the name of his Lady : and indeed all its remarks 
are really unanswerable. 

Another paper of six pages, entitled ‘*‘ The 
Baronetage in 1835’, created much interest. It 
consisted of a criticism on a certain Report (alluded 
to above under the date of 31 October 1835) 
made by the Heralds’ College to the Earl Marshal 


78 THE BARONETAGE 


on that date concerning the Baronet’s Petition to 
William IV. The summary of the criticism by 
the “ Unknown Critic ” was as follows :— 


“ It is sad to find such a Report to criticise ; but the 
“ really serious reflection on it is that the Earl Marshal 
“ of the day, in referring questions affecting an here- 
“ ditary Degree of honour to a body of his nominees 
“ whose functions, in modern times, are restricted to 
“ Armorial Concerns, Proclamations, State Ceremonies, 
“ Registry of Pedigrees, and the like ; and respecting 
“ whose other qualifications or average social position 
“ Society knows as little as it does about their religious 
“ beliefs ; and the Home Secretary also, in advising 
“ the King on this Heralds’ Report alone, must be 
“ considered guilty of little less than an insult to the 
“ Petitioners. James I consulted his Privy Council 
“about such questions ; and it was competent to the 
“ Duke of Norfolk to suggest a like procedure, if 
“ himself not competent to study and report on the 
“ Petition. The Secretary of State, Lord John Russell, 
“could have taken the same line; or he could have 
“appointed a few men of honour, and recognised 
“€ position, to consider (as in a Court of Claims) the 
‘“‘ Baronets’ case and give a decision on it. Are 
“these Statesmen ignorant of the proverb NE PUERO 
“© GLADIUM. ” 


10 Fuly. The third General Meeting of the H.S.B. 
was held at the Middle Temple Hall, the Chairman 
of Committee presiding. Since the Meeting of last 
year, twenty-one important members had joined 
the Society, of whom the first, and strongest in 
opinion, was The Rt. Honble. Sir Richard Temple 
Bt.; and two Peers, being Baronets, had become 
honorary members. 

The Meeting were informed that the Society 
wished to preserve its good relations with the Earl 
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Marshal while there was a prospect of His Grace 
fulfilling his undertaking ; but in view of the 
uncertainties created by his serving Her Majesty 
in the Boer War, it had been thought advisable at 
once to draft the proposed Petition to the Crown 
with the assistance of the legal advisers, and this 
was now placed before the Meeting. It at once 
received approval. 

In the evening the third Annual Dinner was 
held at the Café Royal. It had now been thrown 
open to the whole Baronetage, and invitations 
were given to persons officially connected with the 
H.S.B.; Sir Henry de Bathe presided, and all were 
pleased to welcome so ardent a supporter of their 
cause as the illustrious Sir Richard Temple Bt. 
when he arrived. 


31 Fuly. To-day Sir Richard Temple was elected a 
member of the H.S.B. Committee. This consisted 
now of 23 members, Sir Lambton Loraine being 
still Chairman, and Sir Charles Rich Vice-Chairman. 
Francis W. Pixley Esq. continued to be the much 
valued Registrar, and the Honorary Standing 
Counsel were George Pitt-Lewis Esq., Q.C., and 
Sir G. Sherston Baker Bt. 


1 August. The Earl Marshal having returned to 
England, a letter was now addressed to His Grace 
enclosing for his consideration The Draft Petition 
approved by the late General Meeting, also the 
paper called “ The Case for the Baronetage ”; and 
inviting conversation on the point. 


13 August. An Interesting meeting of the Commit- 
tee of the H.S.B. was held to consider the differ- 
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ence between George II’s Patents, translated from 
the Latin of the Stuart Reigns, and those of the 
present day. A newly printed paper showed that 
while the former ordained that ‘‘ Baronet ” should 
be put after the name and “ Sir ” before it, &c., 
those of Queen Victoria are shortened documents, 
providing dignity, state, style, and title ; but do not 
specifically mention the word “ Sir omtheir 
provision that the person created “ may be called 
and styled by the name of Baronet”. 

This said paper [See appended Paper No II] 
shows the painful neglect of the Stuart Sovereign’s 
invented title in everyday correspondence, and 
that the only way of escaping from this is as a 
Victorian Patent certainly allows. 


A.D. I9OI 


7 ‘fanuary. At a Meeting of the H.S.B. to-day, it 
appears they received from a member a special 
collection of envelope-addresses to Baronets made 
during six months, amounting to 102 in number, 
and all totally omitting the hereditary rank! Also 
came before them the case of a man taking up a 
Baronetcy to which he had not succeeded, and 
impudently advertising what he had done in news- 
papers. Surely such cases exhibit the absurdity of 
our Country having an hereditary Degree with its 
name written behind it. 


22 ‘fanuary. Queen Vicrorta died at Osborne, in 
the Isle of Wight, amid universal grief. 

During Her Majesty’s reign of 63% years she 

had created 350 Baronets of the United Kingdom. 


UNDER 27 SOVEREIGNS 81 
EDWARD VII 


30 May. It was reported to-day, that the Earl 
Marshal had conferred with the Prime Minister 
on the subject of the Baronetage Petition which 
he had under consideration, but that the latter 
would not advise without reference to Garter King 
of Arms (the Earl Marshal’s subordinate). 


20 ‘fune. The Petition agreed upon by the H.S.B. 
having been altered as necessary in view of placing 
it before the new Sovereign, was now ready for 
signature ; and the first signatures obtained to-day. 
The following analysis may give a rough idea of 
io 

PETITION PREAMBLE 


(1) James I’s final decision about rank was that the 
degree of Baronet should be mean in place between 
the Degrees of Baron and Knight ; but that was so 
no longer. 
(2) Younger sons of Peers possessed no legal title or 
heritable precedency as did Baronets. 
(3) James I did, in Letters Patent of 28 May 1612, 
promise that neither he nor his successors would ever 
give place or precedency to any person or persons or 
states of men between younger sons of Viscounts and 
Barons and Baronets; yet Life Peers’ children were 
now placed in that position. 
(4) The kingly promises of Knighthood to Baronets’ 
eldest sons being equally set at nought, there ought to 
be at least a grant of Supporters to Arms as a memorial 
of so exceptional a privilege. 
(5) James I provided a place near the Royal Standard 
or Baronets, but now no place was assigned them on 
public occasions. 
(6) No unchangeable title-name attached to a Bar- 
onetcy as to other hereditary Degrees, therefore a fixed 
legal title-name was desired. 

II 
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(7) The present mode of title, being cumbrous and 
lengthy, and encroaching on the ancient privilege of 
Knights, it would be better in every way to use the 
title “ Baronet ” exactly as the title “ Baron”’ is used, 
and as Irish Baronets used it in the reign of Edward III. 
(8) From the reign of James I to that of George III 
the addition of “Honourable” was prefixed, by the 
courtesy of Society and of officials, to a Baronet'’s title 
and that of his wife, in England, Scotland and Ireland. 
(9) Nobles of Malta are well treated. (See 23 Oct. 


1899.) 
PRAYERS OF PETITION 


(1) To have for the H.S.B. a Charter of Incorporation 
and Common Seal. 

(2) That all Petitions from outside Baronets shall 
require the approval of the H.S.B. under its seal. 

(3) That the H.S.B. may always have a General 
Committee. 

(4) That the H.S.B. may elect seven Baronets who, 
together with the President or Judge of the High 
Court and two Standing Counsel of their own, shall 
form a Committee for Privileges to enquire into claims 
to Baronetcies. 

(5) That the Earl Marshal shall appoint a King of 
Arms to attend on the H.S.B. and its Committee for 
Privileges, in order to furnish proofs of pedigree &c., 
for the purpose of forming a Roll of the Baronetage 
beyond all dispute. 

(6) That, as Baronets do not now enjoy a precedence 
mean in place between Baron and Knight, they pray 
that if they are to remain in this position the Children 
of Life Peers may be raised to the rank of Children of 
Hereditary Peers. 

(7) That any Baronet now abandoning the privilege 
of Knighthood for himself and his eldest son, may 
have Royal Licence for himself and his successors to 
bear Armorial Supporters in lieu of the said privilege, 
and that the same be given to all Baronets on Petition. 
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(8) That Baronets may enjoy as formerly a fixed 
place at Coronations and other public Ceremonials. 

(9) That every person created a Baronet in future 
may have conferred upon him a style and title consist- 
ing of the word “ Baronet” before his surname and 
local description. 


(10) That any existing Baronet who shall petition for 
the same may have a Royal Licence for him and his 
heirs for ever to bear a fixed and permanent style and 
title as above. 

(11) That the honorary addition of the word “ Hon- 
ourable”’ be, as it formerly was, prefixed to a Baronet’s 
title in Commissions and Public Documents, and that 
Baronets, as members of the Sixth Hereditary Degree, 
may in all matters enjoy His Majesty’s most hie 
consideration. 


26 ‘fune. The Fourth Annual Meeting of the H.S.B. 
was held in the afternoon of to-day at the Middle 
Temple Hall, the Chairman of Committee presiding, 
whose reference to the death of the late beloved 
Queen and the accession of the new Sovereign 
who had interest in affairs like their own was most 
loyally received. The Meeting were informed 
that forms for individual Petitions of four kinds 
as required were now in preparation. After the 
conclusion of the business, 

An Extraordinary General Meeting was held 
with a large attendance, at which the Principles 
of the Petition were explained, and the Chairman 
read a communication addressed to Baronets in 
George III’s reign to the effect that the Ministers 
of that Monarch were ready to provide the 
Baronetage with a Court of Honour consisting of 
Baronets. 

After his further comment on the prayers in the 
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Petition and the arguments by which they were 
supported, Sir Charles Rich Bt. moved “ That the 
Petition drawn up by the Executive Committee 
be confirmed, signed, and presented to the King”. 
After support of this motion by Mr. Pitt-Lewis 
and Sir Sherston Baker Bt. (the Counsel for the 
H.S.B.), also by the Rt. Honble Sir Richard 
Temple Bt., it was carried unanimously ; all 
members present taking the opportunity to sign 
the Petition on their way out from the Hall. 

In the evening the Fourth Annual Dinner took 
place at the Imperial Restaurant, Sir Henry de 
Bathe presiding. Here the Rt. Honble. Sir 
Richard Temple proposed the toast of ‘Success to 
the Petition” and made a much appreciated 
speech. 


27 fune. In The Times of to-day and other papers 
it was announced that the Petition of the H.S.B. 
would lie for signature, by kind permission of the 
Duke of Wellington, at Apsley House from 2nd 
to 7th July (including both days). During the 
same time it would lie at Lloyds Bank in St. James’s 
Street, and at 58 Coleman Street, E. C. | 


2 ‘fuly. It was commenced to-day to send the 
Petition by post to various Baronets in the country 
for signature and return. 


24 Fuly. A Copy of the Petition was sent to the 
Earl Marshal, requesting his special attention to 
certain Resolutions printed inside the cover. 

A Copy was also sent to the Prime Minister 
(Marquis of Salisbury), requesting his attention to 
the same Resolutions, and enclosing “The Case 
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for the Baronetage” and specimen pages of the 
proposed national “ Roll of the Baronetage ”. 
The said printed Resolutions were as follows :— 


“ WHEREAS in the year 1835 two Petitions to the 
** Crown, signed by certain Baronets, were, in apparent 
“* compliance with the prayer contained in one of them, 
“ referred to the College of Arms ; and wHerzas on the 
“ representations contained in a Report made thereon 
“* by the Chapter of Heralds to the Earl Marshal then 
“in office, dated the 31st October in the said year, the 
“< said Petitions were rejected ; and wHergas there was 
“‘ thus formed a precedent of procedure not applicable 
‘‘ in the present instance, and which is hereby repudiat- 
“ed, it is desirable, in view of the approaching pre- 
*< sentation of the Honourable Society’s Petition to the 
“ Crown, to record the views of the Executive Com- 
*« mittee of the Society as to the references which they 
*‘ consider fitting in such important matters as are the 
“* privileges enjoyed or to be enjoyed by the nobility, 
“ or any part thereof, of this realm, by favour of the 
“© Sovereign or the courtesy of Society : 

*¢ BE IT RESOLVED— 


1. That it belongeth alone to His Majesty’s Privy 
Council and responsible Ministers, the Earl Marshal 
of England, and the legal advisers of the Crown, to 
advise His Majesty the King as to the granting to the 
Honourable Society a Charter of Incorporation, with 
powers as prayed for, or otherwise providing for the 
proper ordering of His Majesty’s hereditary Baronet- 
age and correction of abuses therein. 

2. That it belongeth alone to His Majesty’s Privy 
Council and responsible Ministers and the Earl Marshal 
of England to advise His Majesty the King, the 
Fountain of Honour, as to the granting to Baronets the 
new or substituted privileges now prayed for, as well as 
the revising of those anciently enjoyed but now fallen 
into desuetude and the amending according to His 
Majesty’s pleasure the place and precedency of Baronets 
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and their children, always hitherto out of accord with the 
well-established British canons of precedency, revoking, 
if necessary, any prior existing Royal Decree or Warrant. 

3. That His Majesty’s English Officers of Arms are 
the worthily respected and undoubted official source 
from which the Earl Marshal of England must obtain 
all information required by His Grace on matters 
within the limits of their professional knowledge and 
duties, and are the Officials to whom he must entrust 
the execution of the King’s Decrees in matters heraldic. 

4. That as the English Chapter of Heralds is not 
and never has been a Court of Honour, the Executive 
Committee do not and cannot recognise them competent 
to pronounce on questions affecting privileges granted 
or to be granted by past or present Sovereigns, nor as 
entitled by their profession to explain or interpret State 
Papers, or submit officially any construction of their 
own on the same. 

5. That the Chapter of Heralds has a natural right 
to be consulted on the proposals relating to the College 
itself contained in the Petition about to be presented ; 
and that it falls within its province, as a matter of 
course, or within that of His Majesty’s Officers of 
Arms in Scotland and Ireland, in the event of His 
Majesty granting the privileges prayed for, to consider 
the question of marshalling at public ceremonials a 
limited number of Baronets, representing the Degree, 
and to advise on the exemplification of a Baronet’s 
armorial supporters. 

6. That the expression privy counciL used in the 
foregoing Resolutions, is not intended to include such 
Right Honourable Members of that Council as are the 
Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, these distinguished Judges 
being, to some extent, interested parties. 


The following was the plan for a Roll which 


the H.S.B. gladly placed before the Prime Minister, 
but which any proper Government ought itself to 
have planned, viz : 
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That the same should be officially created, and 
therein should be entered all proved Baronetcies, 
with space for future ones when added. All entries 
to be in alphabetical order, governed by the surname 
in the Patent, and with all necessary dates ; and 
that there should be also an “ Index ”’ comprising 
additional Peerage-titles and compound names. 
In connection with the Roll there should be a 
*« List of Baronetcies ” in the order of their creation 
from the earliest time. To aid in the construction 
of such a Roll, two forms had been designed for 
filling up. The No. 1. was for use where the 
Pedigree was officially registered and a represent- 
ative living. The No. 2. was for use where the 
Baronetcy was extinct or dormant ; proof to be 
given of the issue failing, and a certificate stating 
whether Baronetcy extinct or not. 


25 Fuly. It is recorded that the Chairman of Com- 
mittee of the H.S.B. called at Marlborough House 
to enquire whether His Majesty would consent to 
personally receive the Baronets’ Petition, citing 
precedents for the same in the reigns of James I, 
and William IV, but was informed that according 
to rules made by His present Majesty this could 
not bedone. Then with the King’s Private Secre- 
tary were left the Petition as printed, The “ Case 
for the Baronetage”, a specimen page of the pro- 
posed “ Roll of the Baronetage”’, &c. 

About the same time a copy of the Petition was 
sent to the Prime Minister (Marquis of Salisbury), 
and this acknowledged on the following day, with 
thanks. 


g August. The Petition itself was to-day lodged at 
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the Home Office for presentation to the King. 
It was accompanied by “ The case for the Baron- 
etage ” and a specimen page of the proposed Roll, 
all being acknowledged by the Home Secretary the 
same day. Copies were also sent to the Lyon and 
Ulster Kings of Arms. 


2 September On learning that the Home Secretary 


had lately referred the Petition to Garter King of 
Arms, the H.S.B. made a remonstrance on the 
ground that since 1898 the Earl Marshal had been 
the high Official having knowledge of all its affairs. 


A.D. 1902 


— ‘anuary. Application was made to the Executive 


Lal 


Committee arranging for the Coronation of their 
Majesties King Edward and Queen Alexandra in 
June next, to the effect that the Baronetage should 
be included in the ranks receiving invitations to this 
ceremony. 


February. The H.S.B. was informed that the 
Coronation Committee had decided that no claim 
had been established for sending invitations as 
requested ; but, if possible, the Senior Baronet of 
England, of Scotland, and of Ireland, would be 
invited. 7 


18 February. The H.S.B. now reminded the Earl 


Marshal that Baronets used to attend processions, 
and that many held high county and ancestral 
positions. Certain Processions which they cer- 
tainly had attended were as follows :— 


1612. Funeral of Henry, Prince of Wales, West- 
minster Abbey. 
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1614. Procession to Parliament, King James I. 

1619. Funeral of Queen Anne, Westminster Abbey. 

1619. Solemn Procession to St. Paul’s, King James I. 

1620, Procession to Parliament, King James 1. 

1625. Funeral of James I. at Westminster Abbey. 

1670. Funeral of Monk, Duke of Albemarle. 

1714. Coronation of George I. at Westminster Abbey. 

1790. Funeral of Henry Frederick, Duke of Cum- 
berland. 

1806. Funeral of Lord Nelson at St. Paul’s. 


27 February. The following appeared in certain 
Evening Papers of to-day :— 


“The baronetage is doubtless historically entitled 
“to be represented in some way at the Coronation. 
“ Although it does not appear to have had proper 
““ corporate representation since the funeral of Lord 
“ Nelson, the degree possesses such unique privileges 
“ under Letters-Patent, that it is curious its claims 
“ have not been more often pressed. Besides this, it 
“is computed that out of all the peers entitled to be 
“present in Westminster Abbey, 119 only, namely 
* less than one-fifth of the whole peerage, can show a 
“ title of earlier creation than that of the Premier 
“ Baronet ”’. 


1 March. Papers of this morning contained the 
following :— 

“ We are informed that the request of the Hon. 
“ Society of the Baronetage to the effect that this 
“ ancient Degree may be represented at the Coronation 
“has been conceded, subject to the pleasure of His 
“ Majesty the King”’. 

4. March. On the Home Office enquiring of the 
H.S.B. whether all Baronets had been communi- 
cated with, the Secretary was informed that they 
had been so at least six times between 1897 


and I1gol. 
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15 March. Death of the Rt. Hon. Sir Richard 
Temple Bt., the valued member of the H.S.B., and 
deeply regretted. 


15 April. So much time had been wasted over the 
Petition, that the H.S.B. proposed a deputation to 
see Mr. Ritchie, the Home Secretary, but were 
informed that this would be useless until he had 
“ received and considered the Earl Marshal’s 
Report on the same”. Such answer could only 
cause amusement, the Earl Marshal having known 


everything from the first. 


22 April. It was now decided by His Gracious 
Majesty that invitations to the Coronation should 
be sent to about twenty-three Baronets, of creation 
A.D. 1611 to 1626, and to their ladies. 


2 ‘fune. A proposal was sent to the Earl Marshal 
as to the costume to be worn by Baronets and 
their: wives at the Coronation, according to proper 
custom. The extraordinary reply was that it was 
not desirable they should wear any costume. As 
this reply came from a casual Committee and not 
from the Earl Marshal as the person to settle such 
matters, it was immediately protested against. 


23 fune. The Fifth General Meeting of the H.S.B. 
was held to-day in the Middle Temple Hall, the 
Chairman of Committee presiding. It was an- 
nounced that the Petition, although lodged at the 
Home Office for presentation on the gth August 
last year, had not yet been presented; but that 
His Majesty had caused invitations to the Coro- 
nation, as above, to be sent to certain Baronets and 
ladies as follows, viz :— 
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Connected with the H.S.B :— 


De Hoghton of Hoghton Tower, and Lady. 
Gresley of Drakelowe, and Lady. 
Harington of Ridlington, and Lady. 
Grey-Egerton of Egerton, and Lady. 
Burdett of Bramcote. 

Vincent of Stoke-d’Abernon, and Lady. 
Philipps of Picton, and Lady. 

Barnewall of Crickstown Castle. 

Johnston of that Ilk. 


Not connected with the H.S.B.:— 


Bacon of Redgrave and Mildenhall. 
Shelley of Michelgrove, and Lady. 
Musgrave of Hartley Castle, and Lady. 
Boynton of Barnston, and Lady. 
Doughty-Tichborne of Tichborne, and Lady. 
Aylmer of Donadea Castle. 
Lynch-Blosse of Castle Carra. 

Tuite of Sonnagh. 

Blake of Menlough, and Lady. 
Hazlerigg’ of Nosely Hall. 

Gordon of Gordonstoun. 

Burnett of Leys, and Lady. 

Murray of Clermont, and Lady. 


It was added that for this number of invitations 
little praise was due to the Home Office and its 
advisers, but to an interview between their fellow- 
member Sir Robert Gresley Bt. and the Rt. 
Honble. Sir Michael Hicks-Beach Bt., Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. It was now further announced 
that, after the Coronation on the 26th inst., their 
Majesties would attend a Post-Coronation service 
at St. Paul’s Cathedral on the 3rd of July, in accor- 
dance with precedents; and that to this religious 
Ceremony would be invited a hundred Baronets 
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with their Ladies, exclusive of those invited to 
Westminster Abbey. 

The Fifth Annual Dinner took place this even- 
ing at the Imperial Restaurant in Regent Street ; 
the diners, except guests, wearing Orders and 
Badges. 


24 ‘fune. It was suddenly reported to-day that the 


28 


King was taken ill, and required an operation. 
The Coronation was therefore postponed, instead 
of taking place on the 26th inst. 


uly. It was to-day understood that His Majesty’s 
Coronation and the Queen’s would now take place 
on the 9th August ; and the Archdeacon of London 
sent a message to the H.S.B. that the Service at 
St. Paul’s Cathedral would not be held till October. 

On the question of an approaching Durbar at 
Delhi, a letter was sent by the H.S.B. to the Secre- 
tary of the Viceroy’s Council, praying that all 
Baronets and their wives now in India should be 
summoned to the said Durbar. 

At the same time a Resolution was sent direct 
to the Home Office, reminding the Secretary of 
State that, on the gth day of August next, a year 
would have elapsed since the H.S.B. Petition was 
lodged for presentation to the King. 


August. His Majesty King Edward VII was 
crowned at Westminster Abbey. 

After this it transpired that the Petition had 
been sent by the Home Office to His Majesty 
during the month of June; but it was then returned 
to the Home Office, and by Mr. Ritchie sent to 
the Earl Marshal who sent it on for the Report of 


UNDER 27 SOVEREIGNS 93 


his Heralds. It was then sent again to the Earl 
Marshal, and after several weeks returned by His 
Grace to the Home Office shortly before the 
Coronation day. Whether this be correct or not, 
is has to be remembered that the Departments 
concerned were those which must have advised the 
assault of 1897 on the ancient Baronetcy. 


16 August. By this date, the Petition was evidently 
before the King for His Majesty’s final judgment, 
and Mr. Ritchie had been succeeded at the Home 
Office by Mr. Akers-Douglas. 


16 October. Six tickets were received by the H.S.B. 
for the use of Baronets at the Service to be held at 
St. Paul’s Cathedral on the 26th inst. One hun- 
dred tickets had been promised by the Dean and 
Chapter for the Post-Coronation Service when 


fixed for the 3rd July ! 


17 October. A letter received by the H.S.B. from the 
Home Office in answer to its own of gth August last 
year, and announcing as to the measures proposed 
in the Petition for establishing an authoritative 
Roll of the Baronetage and other affairs, that His 
Majesty was unable to accede to the prayers of the 
Petition. 


26 October. The following six Baronets, having been 
elected thereto by the H.S.B., attended at St. Paul’s 
Cathedral the Thanksgiving Service for the recov- 
ery of the King ; and were provided with seats in 
Chancel : — 

Sir Simeon Stuart Bt. 


Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. 
Sir John Heron-Maxwell Bt. 
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Sir Charles Rich Bt. 
Sir Sherston Baker Bt. 
Sir Kenneth Matheson Bt. 


g November. His Majesty’s Birthday. An unusual 


number of persons of all sorts received honours. 


> 


15 November. The “Spectator” called attention to 
the mass of people selected for honours on the gth 
inst., adding that the honours of Baronets and 
others had long been depreciated to a regrettable 
extent. 


10 December. The H.S.B. wrote to the Home Office 
saying that a General Meeting of Baronets would 
soon be held, and asking for explanations as follows : 


1. Whether the question of restraining false assump- 
tions of title was dismissed altogether, or merely the 
scheme submitted. 

2. Whether His Majesty’s intention was not to accept 
any individual petition for the surrender of Knighthood 
conferred by Letters Patent. 


The H.S.B. further asked to be supplied with a 
copy of the Earl Marshal’s Report made to the 
late Home Secretary connected with Mr. Ritchie’s 
refusal to receive a Deputation. 


23 December. ‘The strange reply to this letter of the 
roth inst. was “that the whole subject was under 
consideration !” 


A.D. 1903 


20 February. This day was held in the ancient State 
Room of the Charterhouse, by kind permission of 
the Master, an Extraordinary General Meeting of 
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the H.S.B., the Chairman of Committee in the 
chair, to which a Report on all matters connected 
with the late Petition was submitted and explained. 
It was pointed out that the refusal seemed not to 
be a refusal, though what was still going on in the 
Home Office was unknown. The work already 
done was summed up as follows, viz : — 


1. The formation of the H.S.B. was a protest against 
the Royal Warrant concerning the unknown children 
of Lords of Appeal. 

2. It had secured for the modern Baronetage some 
representation at public ceremonies, at home and in 


India. ; 
3. It had procured attention to the question of false 
assumptions, which the Editor of ‘ Dod’s Peerage ” 
' believed to be about fifty in number, and “ Whitaker’s 
Peerage”’ considered to have been increasing of late. 
4. It had obtained in England the separate classifica- 
tion of Baronets in Court and Levee Lists, asin Ireland. 
5. It had wakened up all Books of reference on hered- 
itary Degree. — 
6. It had, by means of circulated papers and the 
Petition to the Crown, shewn the historical past of the 
6th hereditary Degree, and its rightful claims. 


It was then put to the Meeting that a permanent 
and incorporated body ought now to take the place 
of the Society, and it was agreed on all sides that 
this should be so, also that the new body be called 
“The Standing Council of the Baronetage”, The 
Committee, in view of their approaching retirement, 
expressed thanks to all for their support, with special 
thanks to their Registrar Mr. Francis W. Pixley, 
and to the Honorary Standing Counsel. Then 
came Resolutions appointing the Treasurer, Regis- 
trar, Auditor, Standing Counsel, and Executive 
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Committee of the H.S.B. to take the same posts 
in the new Standing Council of the Baronetage. 


30 fune. “The Times” published a question put by 
Sir John Dorington Bt. in the House of Commons 
relating to the Petition, and in which he asked the 
Home Secretary to state the number of persons 
falsely assuming the rank and title of Baronet. 
The answer on this was that the Home Secretary 
“had no information”. Yet the careful Petition 
of the H.S.B. on this matter had been refused ! 


17 ‘Fuly, An Extraordinary General Meeting, sup- 
plementary to that of 20 February last, was held 
at 58 Coleman Street, at which the H.S.B. was 
pronounced to have been dissolved on the said 
20 February, and reconstructed as “ The Standing 
Council of the Baronetage”, (afterwards herein 
called the S.C.B.), all Members, Property, and 
Rules being transferred to the new body. 

The following appointments were then confirm- 
ed, viz : — . 

To be Treasurer... Sir Charles H. Stuart Rich Bt. 

To be Registrar....... Francis W. Pixley Esquire. 

To be Auditor.......... Sir Christopher Baynes Bt. 


And the following to be the first Executive Com- 


mittee, viz : — The Baronets, . 
De Hoghton (1611) Heron-Maxwell (1683 
Gresley (1611) Falkiner (1778) 
Vincent (1620) Rich (1791) 

Osborne (1629) De Bathe (1801) 
Maryon-Wilson (1660) Roberts (1809) 
Stuart (1660) ._ Hare (1818) 
Williams-Bulkeley (1661) Wakeman (1828) 
Seton (1663) Matheson (1882) 


Loraine (1664) Dorington (1886) 
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The Standing Counsel elected were : — 


William A. Lindsay Esq., K.C., &¥c., Windsor Herald. 
P.H. Pridham-Wippell Esq., B.A., J.P., &c. 


31 Fuly. To the entire Baronetage (including 
Widows and Orphans) was sent in a most friendly 
way information of all that had lately happened, 
under the signatures of the whole Executive Com- 
mittee. 


8 October. The newspaper “ TRUTH” published a 
‘letter finding fault with the absurd title of the 
junior hereditary Degree, showing that this made 
it necessary in many cases to write “ Bt. ” after 
the name, while a King who writes “ Rex” has 
usually no such necessity. The letter also showed 
that the prefix “ Honourable ”, in connection with 
this Degree, was an ancient practice and the evi- 
dence thereof abundant. 


z 

22 October. The newspaper “ TRUTH” published 
another communication it had received to the effect 
that ‘* Baronetess” was a title used in the reigns 
of Charles I and James II, (see Debrett) ; the letter 
adding that Peers sign by their title-names and 
Peeresses garnish their note-paper with Coronets, 
without people thinking the worse of them. It 
was added to this that the writer had seen the 
signature of a popular Princess with her rank added 
as follows: — ‘* Princess of Great Britain and 
Ireland”. What the Editor added was that Bar- 
onets were modest &c. but, above all things, should 
stop the use of “ Bart” after names, for this often 
puzzled foreign Post-Offices. ' 
; " A 
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8 December. The Inaugural Assembly of the Standing 
Council was held to-day at the Charterhouse in the 
City by permission of the Master, the Rev. Canon 
Haig-Brown LL. D., Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. 
presiding. Sir Richard Temple Bt., son and suc- 
cessor of his famous father, attended as a new 
member of the Committee, and the Rules of the 
Council were confirmed. A notification that the 
S.C.B. represented the Petitioners of 1go1 and 
concurred in their Petition, was ordered to be sent 
to the Home Secretary, with a request that any 
further answer from His Majesty should be sent to 
the Registrar of the new body. 


17 December. Information reached the Registrar 
from the Home Office to the effect that, although 
everything else in the Petition of more than two 
years ago was refused, yet the Home Secretary had 
instructions to deal with the point of false assump- 
tions ; and this he did not feel able to do without 
help. 


A.D. 1904 ‘ 


3 February. TheS.C.B., in replying fully to the letter 
of 17 December last, pointed out that, although 
the Council did not desire any steps to be taken 
except those which they had put forward, yet if a 
competent Commission were appointed it could 
obtain from Officers of Arms who had charge of 
pedigrees, from Editors of Peerage Books, and 
from persons who contributed to Genealogical 
works, much available evidence of impostors. 

With this information the S.C.B. generously 
sent to the Home Office certain papers already 
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obtained, while referring the Secretary of State to 
“The Case for the Baronetage”, and to an article 
and catalogue entitled “‘ Chaos ” in Foster’s Baron- 
etage of 1882. The Council further referred to 
other Peerage books, and especially to a letter 
from Burke saying that his information was limited 
because there was no Roll of the Baronetage such 
as the Petitioners asked to create, and of which a 
specimen sheet was sent. 


17 May.- “The Times” reported a question put to 
the Home Secretary by Sir John Dorington Bt. in 
the House of Commons the previous evening, as to 
whether a Special Commission would be appointed 
to inguire into the question of wrongful assump- 
tions of Baronetcies ; also the curious answer to 
the same, which pointed to legislation as being the 
only possible remedy. 


23 May. “The Times” published a letter from Sir 
Lambton Loraine Bt. stating that the $.C.B. had 
already proposed the appointment of a Judge and 
special body for this purpose (to whom all assistance 
would be given), and that if their suggestion were 
not accepted another unworkable scheme would 
probably be added to those which had gone before. 
[See above under reign of George III, A.D. 1784 
and 1785, also appended Paper No. III.] 


2 Fune. ‘Vanity Fair” of to-day published a long 
letter from the Editor of “ Dod’s Peerage ’’ saying 
that pressure from outside the Baronetage was 
necessary for forcing the Government into action 
concerning pretenders to Baronetcies, now num- 


bered by him at sixty-five. 
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16 Fune. “Vanity Fair” published a strong letter 
headed “ A Baronet on the Baronetage. What he 
holds as Common Sense. ” 


5 Fuly. ‘The first General Assembly of the new S.C.B. 
was held to-day at the Charterhouse, by kind per- 
mission of the Master, the chair being taken by 
Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. who remained Chairman 
of Committee in the new association. ‘The As- 
sembly was well attended, and, after full discussion, 
a Memorandum was adopted pointing out that for 
the stoppage of false assumptions two things were 
necessary, viz: a Tribunal and an Official Roll of 
the Baronetage. The Tribunal could be constitu- 
ted by Royal Charter, by Letters Patent, or by Act 
of Parliament, and should consist of a Judge and 
five or seven Baronets, with a King of Arms in 
attendance. The Roll of the Baronetage, as for- 
merly proposed, should be printed yearly, and every 
Baronet created thereafter should produce his patent 
before the Tribunal. Every Baronet succeeding 
should also appear before it, and submit his Pedi- 
gree ; and the Tribunal should decide all disputed 
claims. A fixed and permanent title-name° was 
also recommended. 

This careful Memorandum, consisting of 12 
paragraphs, was sent to the Home Secretary, and 
also privately for the information of the King, in 
case His Majesty should find it convenient to see 
the same before the Minister should have audience 
respecting the subject which it sought to elaborate. 


For His Majesty’s use were also sent the following, 
Viz :— 


1. A copy of the wording with which James I’s Decree 
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of 13 March 1616 ended. (see under that date). 
2. An extract from the letter on the same question 
received by Sir Harbord Harbord Bt. from Lord 
Sydney, Home Secretary to George III, and read out 


at the Meeting of 19 February 1785. (see under that 
date). 


25 fuly. After patient waiting for nearly three 
weeks, the S.C.B. Committee began correspondence 
with the Home Office; but, by the end of the 
year and much later, no answer was given to its 
proposals, or any information given with regard to 
its Queries. 


A.D. 1905 


17 March. The Committee of the S.C.B., having at 
last heard privately that a Committee of Inquiry 
was likely to be appointed, now sent to the Home 
Secretary a Resolution they had passed just three 
days before. ‘This contained a request that such 
Committee should be directed to enquire into all 
subjects included in the Petitions of rg01 and 1905 
(for latter see afterwards), to receive in evidence 
the views of the S.C.B., and that a representative 
of the S.C.B. might be placed on the Committee 
of Inquiry. 


27 March. A mutual Confidential Agreement was 
sent out, in an amended form, to those who had 
signed the former Agreement (see 12 April 1899). 


16 May. The supplementary Petition of 1905, 
which, as the Home Secretary had been advised, 
was necessary to complete their case, was now 
prepared by the Committee, assisted by their legal 
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advisers, and, after signature, sent to the Home 


Office. It recited :— 


(1) That the S.C. B. had adopted the Petition of the 
H.S.B., reserving only the name to be taken by it 
under a Charter of Incorporation. 


(2) That, in the matter of wrongful Assumptions, 
certain Baronets in the reign of George III, had 
petitioned the King and received from Lord Sydney 
in 1785 areply saying that His Majesty’s Ministers 
were ready to consider any plan for the establishment 
of a Court of Honour, or Committee, consisting of a 
number of Baronets. 

(3) That the Maltese Nobles’ Committee of Privi- 
leges consisted entirely of members of their own body. 


(4) That the Acts of Union of Scotland with England, 
and of Ireland with Great Britain, did not provide for 
the Baronets of those countries any relative national 
precedence. 

(5) That in India, where precise rules govern the 
precedence of some titled ladies, there is no rule 
allowing precedence of any kind to the Wives and 
Daughters of Baronets; so that such ladies were 
exposed to social humiliation. 

(6) That the eldest son of a Baronet sometimes dies 
in his father’s lifetime, leaving a widow and daughters ; 
but there is then no position for the latter; although 
once or twice a Royal Warrant had been issued in such 
a case. 

(7) That Knighthoods having been denied since 1874 
to certain heirs male of Baronets who were entitled to 
it; a young gentleman has now the trial of holding a 
privilege which he can neither exercise nor renounce 
without Royal permission. 

(8) That every son of a Baronet, when Knighted, 
would have the place and precedence of a Knight, as 
intended ; but he is now reduced to a position below 
Knights, and even below Companions of certain Orders. 
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(9) That in India certain Parsee Baronets have a fixed 
and permanent title-name ; while the possible changes 
of surnames in the British Baronetage, as well as the 
absence of a clearer distinction from Knighthood, may 
make it difficult to detect wrongful assumptions of 
Baronetcies. 


His Majesty was prayed to exercise His Royal 
Prerogative as regards means for preventing 
wrongful assumptions ; and to consider this Peti- 
tion along with that of A. D. rgot. 


15 ‘fune. A letter was received by Registrar, in 
answer to request, from the Lyon King of Arms, 
stating his opinion that Baronets of each part of 
the United Kingdom with date of creation prior 
to Union, should have precedence of other Baro- 
nets in their own country. Thus, in England (as 
in the case of Peers) the line of precedence would 
be :—England, Scotland, Great Britain, Ireland, 
United Kingdom. 


21 ‘fume. A letter was received by Registrar, in 
answer to request, from the Ulster King of Arms, 
stating his opinion that all Baronets—whatever 
their Country of creation—should now rank iter 
se according to date of Patent, in all parts of the 
United Kingdom; that being the method adopted 
in Ireland. 


22 une. The Second Annual General Assembly of 
the S. C. B. was held to-day at 20 Hanover Square 
in West London, the Chairman of Committee 
presiding; and it was announced with confidence 
that the Home Office, under Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
would appoint a Committee of Inquiry. 

Reference was then made to the high qualifica- 
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tion of the Baronetage for conducting its own or 
any affairs, and to the fact that no less than 1313 
important public positions were then held or had 
just been held by members of the Degree, as 
follows :— 


3, Ambassadors. 
4 Colonial Governors. 
3 Ministers Plenipotentiary. 
4 Ex-Premiers of Colonial Parliaments. 
24. Privy-Councillors. 
115 Members of Parliament. 
17 Lords-Lieutenant and Scotch Conveners. 
328 Deputy-Lieutenants. 
7 Judges. 
45 Barristers. 
159 Justices of the Peace. 
g Chairmen of Quarter Sessions. 
4 Deputy ditto. 
7 Chairmen of County Councils. 
62 County Aldermen and Councillors. 
112 Other civil professions. 
17 Generals and Admirals. 
393 Officers of the Army and Navy. 


1313 : 
Respecting title, attention was called to the increa- 
sed ignoring of the rank, and the possibility of 
its disappearance altogether, and a proposal. put 
forward merely for stopping this. This was that 
the word “ Baronet ” should be written before the 
name in documents and on envelopes, but the 
address of “Sir” continue in conversation. It 
was pointed out that such a title as Lord Salisbury 
was conversational, but deeds and envelopes showed 
the title “* Marquess”. 

An arrangement was made for admitting life- 
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members on the Standing Council; then the Peti- 
tion of 1905 was explained, and evidence given by 
Sir Richard Temple of the pain given to a Baronet 
in India on seeing his wife put down ina low 
position, especially if a protest were made. 


3 November. ‘The Committee of Inquiry was now 
appointed by the Home Office, the Earl of Pem- 
broke and Montgomery having consented to take 
the Chair, with the following five persons to sit 
with him, namely :-— 

The Rt. Hon. Sir Herbert Maxwell Bt., LL. D. (1681). 
Sir Richard Harington Bt., M.A., D. L., (1611) nom- 
inated by S.C. B. 
_ Sir Richard Temple Bt., C. I. E. (1876) nominated 
‘ by S.C.B. 


Henry H. Cunynghame Esq., C. B. 
Walter Renshaw Esq., K. C. 


with— 


Thomas Edward Bettany Esq., (a Clerk in the Home 
Office) as Secretary. 


8 November. The S.C. B. obtained to-day know- 
ledge of the above appointments, also that the only 
matters to be referred to the Committee were :— 


Safeguarding the Status of Baronetcies. 
2. Preventing false assumptions of this rank. 


3. Amendments required in the Royal Warrants of 
1783 and 1785, relating to the preparation and 
registration of Patents, and registration of Pedigrees. 


No reference seems to have been made to the 
contents of the Petitions sent for consideration. 
(see dates 20 June 1go1, and 16 May 1905). 
The constitution of the Committee of Inquiry was 

14 
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the first thing to occupy the S.C. B. Committee, 
as a matter of duty ; for it was evident that the 
Home Office had made a serious mistake in ap- 
pointing the Baronet Maxwell as a member. 
There was no secret question in the matter, for 
all must have noticed a conceited and indeed silly 
letter which appeared under his signature in The 
Times of 25 June 1900, offering insult to a body 
of men striving to rid the Baronetage from degra- 
dation, as their forefathers had been striving for 
centuries, and doing their best to establish com- 
munication among all of them. This letter having 
been answered in The Times of 28 June, and 
numerous comments made on the strange circum- 
stances, it was really inexcusable for the Home 
Office to disregard it all. 


24 November. News reached the S.C. B. that the 
appointment of the Committee of Inquiry would 
not be made public until next year, so there were 
still hopes that fairness might prevail. 


5 December. A change of Government now taking 
place, Mr. Akers-Douglas was succeeded at the 
Home Office by Mr. Herbert J. Gladstone. — 


A.D. 1906 


8 ‘fanuary. Dissolution of Parliament. 


13 ‘fanuary. New Parliament met: Mr. Herbert 
Gladstone retaining his position at the Home 
Office, and Sir Herbert Maxwell his on the Com- 
mittee of Inquiry (although asked to resign) ; it 
being understood that the Earl of Pembroke had 
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taken his side, irrespective of the fact that some 
Baronets had now refused to appear before this 
Committee. The said Committee was also open 
to public question because none of the Baronets on 
it had been asked whether their Patents could be 
produced or not. 


8 March. The Committee of Inquiry held its first 
sitting at the Home Office, calling first on the 
principal Clerk of this Office to relate what the 
Earl Marshal and Heralds had said on the matters 
in question. It then was shewn that Heralds had, 
in 1903, made a scheme of their own re false 
assumptions of Baronetcies, but that this was not 
approved by their Chief. 

After this Mr. Pixley, the well-known Registrar 
of the S.C.B., was called, and gave excellent and 
historical evidence in support of the Petitions. 
Among the papers put in to support his and future 
evidence, were the following :— 

Numerous printed Letters, Addresses, Resolutions, &c. 
Warrant of 31 March 1898 (not published till 15 Aug.) 
Correspondence with Officials ; Extracts from “The 
Times ” and “ Vanity Fair”, and from books like 
“* Edmondson’s Heraldry ”, “ Debrett’s Peerage’, and 
*Curialitas Angliae” ; together with four books on 


Baronetage affairs (including the historical one written 
by himself,) and the H.S.B.’s “Case for the Baron- 


etage ” (1900). 
At the conclusion of Mr. Pixley’s long and effec- 
tive evidence, and with such a crowd of books and 
papers to examine, the Committee of Inquiry 
decided not to meet again very soon. 


28 April. The second Sitting at the Home Office 
was held to-day. to hear the evidence of Sir Lamb- 
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ton Loraine Bt. (1664) R. Admiral, Chairman of 

the $.C.B. Committee, who deposited several more 

papers viz :-— 
The decline, and refusal of privileges including knight- 
hood : Comparative precedence rights in the Baronetage 
in the years 1838 and 1899: An analysis of the impor- 
tant public positions held by Baronets 1904-1905, also 
another showing the positions, out of all comparison 
with the same, held by the sons of Life-Peers : The 
unfairness of grants to Indians and Maltese, while 
English Baronets serving the Mother Country meet 
with nothing but refusals to their modest requests : A 
schedule of fifteen wrongful assumptions of Baronetcies: 
A Form for the proposed Roll of the Baronetage : 
Suggestions on the composition of the proposed Tribu- 
nal, and Committee of Privy Councillors. 


In evidence he announced that he had, in the 
early days of the H.S.B., vacated the chair in 
order that Sir Herbert Maxwell might occupy it; 
and regretted to be obliged to take it again on 
that Baronet resigning it after attending five 
meetings. After this, his evidence related to all 
points and proposals and was in harmony with the 
Petitions presented to His Majesty ; after which 
came a narration of the ancient use and duties of 
Heralds, and the proper business of the officials 
of the modern Heralds’ College established- by 
Richard III. Sir Lambton Loraine added that he 
possessed Counsel’s opinion that on a refusal by the 
Lord Chamberlain to present to the Sovereign any 
really valid claim which it was his duty to present, 
a mandamus would lie against his Lordship. 

After the conclusion of long evidence, and 
argument on many points, the witness, by per- 
mission of the Earl of Pembroke, read out the 
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written evidence of the only Irish Baronet who 
had prepared any, viz. Sir Charles S..King, Baronet 
of Corrard (1821), an invalid unable to travel to 
London. 

This evidence began by saying that the Sixth 
Degree had suffered severely and unjustly on 
account of the bad and ignorant advice tendered 
to successive Sovereigns ; and then pointed out the 
eminent men prior to the reign of George IV, 
who gladly accepted Baronetcies. Sir Charles 
King then wrote on the question of breach of 
Covenants, on the ‘* new and unheard of rank and 
degree”, and many other matters, including a 
suggestion that the present title should be altered 
to “* The Baronet Sir A. B.C.” Finally he con- 
centrated all in seven paragraphs, one of which 
was, “ Their dignity treated as of such small im- 
** portance that no steps to check the false as- 
“* sumptions of baronetcies have as yet been taken.” 


27 April. The third Sitting of the Committee of 
Inquiry was held to-day, and first heard the 
evidence of Sir John Heron-Maxwell Bt. (1683) 
D. L., who stated that he cordially endorsed the 
Petitions and considered Baronets entitled to all 
privileges ever granted to them. He objected to 
the new precedence of Life-Peers’ sons and the 
degradation of Baronets’ sons. 

Next was heard the evidence of Sir Claude 
Champion-de-Crespigny who read an extract from 
his Patent and was in favour of the Knighthood 
clause; and, in answer to a question, added that a 
Peer-Baronet’s son should claim the same as any 
other son. He also gave evidence on other matters. 
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The next Witness was Sir Spencer Maryon- 
Wilson Bt. (1660) D.L., who spoke up thoroughly 
for the Petitions, and said that, if the right to 
knighthood for a son were surrendered by any 
Baronet, he should at least claim armorial Support- 
ers as some substitute for the same, so as to hand 
down an honourable equivalent. He was in favour 
of a permanent name with “ Baronet” before it, 
and shewed the Committee three samples of the 
title “ Honourable ” attached to the names of 
former Baronets in papers signed by Heralds. 


10 May. ‘The fourth Sitting of the Committee took 
place to-day, and the first to give evidence was Sir 
Arthur H. Grant M. A., D. L., a Baronet of 
Scotland who preferred to stand apart as such and 
insist on the legality of all Scottish privileges 
only. He thought his son had been entitled to 
the rank of Knight on reaching the age of 21, 
Knighthood being part of the constitution of the 
Baronetage and inseparable from it, and now asked 
for this son to be knighted by the Crown as from 
the year 1900. He advocated a Roll and a Court ; 
but did not ask for the title “ Honourable”. — 

The next witness was Sir James De Hoghton 
Bt. (1611) D.L., who brought with him a copy 
of his Patent, in which was a promise of the King 
that between the dignity of Baron and that of 
Baronet no one should be interpolated. When 
such things were set aside this was an absolute 
breach of contract. Sir James stated that he agreed 
with Sir Lambton Loraine’s ample evidence. 

The Committee next heard the views of Sir 
Charles Rich Bt. (1791) who is sure to be famous 
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in the Baronetage for his resolute inauguration and 
support of a movement that all fair-minded men 
must approve. He began by relating his letter 
of 1897 to the newspapers, his agreement with 
evidence given by Sir Lambton Loraine and 
Mr. Pixley, the Registrar, and then dwelt on the 
infamous fact that a quantity of men used a Baron- 
et’s title without right, and there was no means of 
stopping it. Next he spoke of the useful work 
already done by the S.C.B. which should have 
been done by others ; and then alluded to Prime 
Ministers lessening the dignity of the Degree by 
recommending far too many men for promotion to 
it, scores of whom were not descended from Grand- 
fathers bearing Arms, as was distinctly made a 
necessity in older reigns. 

The fourth and last Witness to-day was Captain 
Fletcher-Vane, heir to a Baronetcy of 1786, who 
announced himself to be in favour of the eldest 
son’s precedence as Knight ; of the same precedence 
as formerly for younger children ; and of the prefix 
“Honourable” to a Baronet’s title. He also 
recommended a Committee for Privileges with 
Baronets and Lawyers on it. 


11 May. The fifth Sitting of the Committee took 
place to-day at the Home Office as usual, and 
they first took the evidence of Mr. Harry Percy 
Boord, second son of a Baronet, created in 1896. 
Mr. Boord stated that in the time of James I. cases 
such as the present went before the Privy Council 
presided over by His Majesty ; and suggested that 
now they might go before the Judicial Committee 
of Privy Council established by WilliamIV. He 
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suggested that heirs to Baronetcies should obtain a 
Home Office Certificate of Succession ; this to be 
decided, if necessary, by the Attorney-General or 
Judicial Committee. His Majesty’s dignity and 
public policy demanded that hereditary honours 
should be safeguarded. 

The other witness of to-day was Sir Robert 
Gresley Bt. (1611), who stated his agreement with 
almost all the prayers of the Petitions, and suggest- 
ed for the entire Baronetage a Badge similar to 
the Nova-Scotian one. He hoped that the Crown 
would establish a strong Tribunal, and called atten- 
tion to the sort of people often now made Baronets. 


25 May. Now, at the end of a fortnight, the Com- 
mittee held their sixth sitting, but listened only to 
Sir Alfred Scott-Gatty, Knight and C. V. O., 
Garter King of Arms. This noted Antiquary 
suggested a revival of the Court of Chivalry, and 
had no objection to an Appeal to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council; also that a Roll 
should be kept at Heralds’ College, and certificates 
granted to the Successors of deceased Baronets. 
He described Courts of Chivalry and Honour in 
the r1th, 14th, and 17th Centuries ; and advocated 
Supporters as a proper addition to a Baronet’s 
Arms. 


28 May. To-day the Seventh Sitting of the Com- 
mittee took place. The first witness to give 
evidence was Sir James Balfour Paul, Kt., Lyon 
King of Arms, who began by stating that the 
Scottish Baronets’ claim of a right to armorial 
Supporters is false. Many grants had been made 
for fees. His business was with Arms, not with 
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Titles, but he had no objection to prefixing 
** Honble”” to a Baronet’s title if desired. Per- 
manency of name would require legislation. 
Sons of Baronets should have a definite status. 
He agreed in the proposals for a Roll and a Tribu- 
nal, and would have every Baronetcy proved. 

The next evidence was that of W. A. Lindsay 
Esq., K. C., M. A., Windsor Herald, who was in 
favour of incorporating the whole body of Baronets, 
and giving them power to make a Board. As to 
a Court, he would sanction one composed in part 
of Baronets, and in part of men qualified to sit on 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council; but 
would prefer one Court to deal with all Titles. 
For the present, a man succeeding to a Baronetcy 
should be sustained by an affidavit similar to that 
which the Lord Chancellor requires when a man 
succeeds to a Peerage before he places him on the 
Roll. 

Thirdly came the evidence of John Horace 
Round Esq., M. A., LL. D., who considered the 
privileges of Baronets to be their own concern. 
After alluding to an ancient but now shaky title 
in Scotland, he said he would approve a Commit- 
tee for Privileges as suggested by the S.C. B., or 
else an Earl Marshal’s Court with legal assistance, 
provided such Court adopted the rules of evidence 
accepted by the Lords’ Committee for Privileges. 
He considered the Heralds’ College would form a 
very improper “tribunal”; first, because their 
methods are wrong and ideas of evidence not 
those of lawyers ; and secondly because pedigrees 
they have undertaken have proved unsatisfactory. 


Blackstone, in his ‘‘ Commentary, ” had said that 
1§ 
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though some credit had formerly been paid to 
their testimony, now their common seal would not 
be received as evidence in any Court of Justice. 


15 ‘fune. To-day the Eighth Sitting of the Com- 
mittee took place, and Sir Arthur Edward Vicars 
K.C.V.O., F.S.A., presented himself to give 
evidence as Ulster King of Arms. He was one 
who thought that the title of ‘ Honourable ” 
might be used in officially addressing Baronets ; 
and advocated their having a special dress consisting 
of a short satin mantle, like that worn by Privy 
Councillors at George IV’s Coronation. He 
wished to see a Joint Roll made and issued by 
Garter, Lyon, and Ulster; and all claims should 
be decided at their offices, subject to rights of 
appeal. He suggested the abolition of the office 
of Earl Marshal in respect of business affairs ; and 
the creation of the Heralds’ Office as a Government 
Office with salaries attached. He would not rank 
eldest sons of Baronets higher than “Companions”. 
If they were not to be knighted, he thought a 
grant of Supporters to Arms would be a good way 
out of the difficulty. 

The other witness to-day was Mr. George D. 
Burtchaell M.A., LL.B., Athlone Pursuivant of 
Arms, who, after saying he was an assistant of 
Cokayne in writing “ The Complete Baronetage ”, 
said that Irish Baronets should be required to lodge 
all pedigrees and proofs with the Ulster King of 
Arms, and then added some remarks about the said 
King of Arms, his business and his fees. 


18 fune. The Third Annual Assembly of the $.C.B. 
was held at 20 Hanover Square, with the Chairman 
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of Committee in the chair, who pointed out that 
The Home Office Committee of Inquiry, which 
had already held eight sittings, was the first body 
ever appointed throughout all history to take evi- 
dence and independently consider questions concer- 
ning the Baronetage. 

Certain papers on the most important subjects 
that had been put before the said Committee were 
then read ; and, after that, a Resolution was unan- 
imously passed, tendering the thanks and esteem 
of the S.C.B. to the Rt. Hon. Aretas Akers-Douglas 
M.P. for his appointment of the said Committee ; 
the said Resolution to be engrossed and framed, 
and presented if possible before the Committee’s 
report was even commenced. 


25 fune. The Committee of Inquiry held its ninth 
sitting, and first took the important evidence of 
Mr. Adolphus G.C. Liddell C.B., M.A.., the Chief 
Clerk in the Office of the Clerk of the Crown, 
who began by pointing out that, on creation of a 
Baronet, the following takes place, viz: 


(1) A letter from the Home Secretary to the Clerk of 
the Crown to preparea Warrant for sealing the Letters- 
Patent creating A.B. a Baronet, after a certificate of 
registration . of his pedigree shall have been brought 
before the Home Secretary. 
(2) The Clerk of the Crown prepares the Warrant 

(setting out the whole of the Patent) under the Great 
Seal Act of 1884. SF 

(3) The Warrant is sent to the King, who signs it. 

(4) The Warrant is returned, and countersigned by 
the Home Secretary ; this being then the authority for 
the Clerk of the Crown to prepare the Patent, and 
submit the same to the Lord Chancellor to be sealed. 

(5) The Patent goes to the Home Office, where fees 
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have been collected from the person awaiting his crea- 
tion. 

(6) The Home Office affix necessary stamps on the 
Warrant, Patent, and Docket, then return them to 
Crown Office for the Patent to be sealed under the 
Lord Chancellor’s directions. 

(7) The sealed Patent goes to be registered at the 
College of Arms, and be returned with a certificate on 
its back that such registry has taken place. 

(8) The Patent is sent to the new Baronet, and the 
Crown Office keeps the Warrant till the end of the 
year. 

(9) At the end of the year all Warrants go to the 
Public Record Office, and constitute public documents 
of title for Baronets, being kept there and indexed. 


The above is a process peculiar to the creation of 
Baronets, and there is nothing similar to it in other 
cases. On the creation of a Peer, the Patent when 
sealed becomes his property at once; but the Crown 
Office keeps it till he takes his seat in the House 
of Lords. 

After this the evidence continued as follows :-— 

At the Crown Office, in respect of Baronets 
other than Irish or Scotch, is kept a docket-book 
dating from 1625. The docket is a slip of paper 
with name on it, also a 2s. stamp, and is really the 
authority for sealing. The docket-book is a record _ 
of all dockets since the reign of Charles I, with 
exception of a few years at the time of the Rebel- 
lion, Those previous to A.D. 1810 are at the 
Record Office; later ones at the Crown Office. 
There may be a docket-book in the Bodleian 
Library of James I’s time. 

Crown officers are now paid by salary, not by 
fees, for the Home Office collects certain of these 
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fees and pays them into the Treasury. Prior to 
1904, the Crown Office made up an account by 
which Heralds were paid fees out of those col- 
lected for the Treasury; but the Committee of 
1903 decided that payment of fees of honour to 
Heralds should be abolished. Out of the fees now 
received by the Treasury, paid by Peers, Baronets, 
or otherwise, it pays about £420 a year to the 
Heralds’ College to compensate existing officers. 
As each office in that College is vacated the sum 
diminishes, and as new officers will not be entitled 
to any compensation, such payments to Heralds 
will eventually cease. "The Crown Office is amal- 
gamated with that of the Lord Chancellor, and 
connected with both Houses of Parliament, and 
in it are prepared all documents under the Great 
Seal, such as Writs of Summons to Peers and new 
M. P.s. 

The witness believed that if a person created 
Baronet could not discover a Grandfather, he had 
to pay £75 for a Grant of Arms. Heralds also 
charged fees for certificates of Pedigree, and regis- 
tration of Patents sent from the Crown Office : but 
the registration was a useless formality as the 
Warrant remained in the Record Office, and was 
always available. The son of a deceased Peer has 
to furnish proof of succession, and any claimant to 
a Peerage, if unrecognised, can petition the King 
(through the Home Office) to recognise his claim. 
If a Writ be not granted by the Lord Chancellor 
the question would probably go before the Com- 
mittee for Privileges ; and in such cases a statement 
of facts is placed before the Attorney-General with 
a view to the Committee settling it, if so advised. 
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But this Committee would be sure to object to 
the additional burden of deciding questions con- 
cerning Baronets, as some dissatisfaction existed at 
Law Lords being taken away to sit on it, even on 
Peerage questions. The witness, however, saw no 
objection to the constitution of a Committee of 
Baronets with a strong legal element ; but expense 
might be the difficulty. 

The next witness called was Mr. A. C. Fox- 
Davies (late Editor of Dod’s Peerage), who gave 
evidence as follows :— 


The Heralds’ College hold that they are not compelled 
to record pedigrees, and their habit of hearing claims 
in secrecy is repugnant to British ideas. All this re- 
quires altering by Act of Parliament, for such records 
should be made in a Court and be subject to appeal. 
In the Offices of Lyon and Ulster there is a one-man 
procedure without any means of appeal; and this state 
of things can only be improved by Act of Parliament. 
The heir to a Baronetcy should have, through the Home 
Office, the Sovereign’s certificate of his succession, this 
to be published in London Gazette ; and there would 
be rights of appeal to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. Early Baronetcy Patents seem to have 
the character of contracts, and the legality of refusing 
Knighthood in the De Crespigny case was indeed most 
doubtful. European usage gives Coronets to every 
hereditary Degree. If granted to Baronets, they would ° 
have to be without the inside cap used by Peers and 
denoting right to legislate. The Witness strongly re- 
commended a grant of Armorial Supporters to any 
Baronet who should petition for the same; and the 
right for all Baronets, their Wives, and Widows, to 
wear badges as the Nova Scotia Baronets do. 


11 ‘fuly. The Committee of Inquiry held to-day 
their tenth and last sitting ; taking first the follow- 
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ing further evidence from Mr. Fox-Davies, who, 
in answer to questions, afirmed that 77 disputed 
cases of right to hold Baronetcies existed ; and he 
was confident that all the present holders, except 
6 or 7, would suffer defeat under judicial inves- 
tigations. 

The last Witness to be called was Sir Walter 
G. F. Phillimore Bt: D.C.L., LL.D., Judge. of 
the High Court of Justice, who gave his views as 
follows :— 


Many years ago it was attempted by the claimant of a 
Baronetcy to use the Legitimacy Declaration Act of 
1858, and to say in his Petition that his title would 
depend upon the judgment of the Court as to his 
legitimacy. Such clause in a Petition was opposed by 
the Attorney-General and struck out by the Court in 
1874. Ina later case of Mansell and the Attorney- 
General, the Probate Division, while allowing Mansell 
to claim that he was heir-at-law of his father, did not 
allow him to aver his claim on the ground of his elder 
brother being illegitimate, so his case failed. A small 
amending Act might make this a Court to try disputed 
claims to Baronetcies, and then they might be recom- 
mended to go there. However, he had no objection 
to a Special Tribunal with Baronets on it, except 
expense. He added that, as the law now stands, there 
is no Court to decide in favour of a younger son’s 
claim to a Baronetcy on account of his elder brother 
being illegitimate, unless a bequest of property should 
indirectly raise the question. 

20 Fuly. It having been observed by the *S:C:B. 
that in Court Lists County-Court Judges were 
placed above Baronets, the same was brought to 

* the notice of the Lord Chamberlain, who court- 
eously said they should hereafter be placed properly 
after Knights. 
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15 October. Efforts began to be made by the S.C.B. 
to procure the publication by the Committee of 
Inquiry of the evidence given before it, either as 
an appendix to its Report or otherwise, and of 
documents handed in; on the ground that anything 
relating to a public Degree was not private matter, 
and that the said papers would be the only ones 
dealing exhaustively with the Baronetage of 
James I’s creation. 


12 December. The Report of the Inquiry Committee, 
addressed to the Home Secretary, was now at an 
end and signed, and delivered. 


A.D. 1907 


15 April. The Report of the Inquiry Committee 
was, by command of His Majesty, presented to 
both Houses of Parliament. 


25 April. Copies of the Report were obtained by 
the S.C.B., and the following is a summary 
thereof :— 


THE REPORT 


It began by touching on the question of grievan- 
ces and claims, saying these were set out in the 
Petitions of 1901 and 1905, and in “The Case 
for the Baronetage” ; and that the said papers were 
contained in an Appendix to the Report: adding 
that the Petition of 1905 had (actually) not yet 
been presented to His Majesty, but the Committee 
had nevertheless dealt with one of the questions 
in it, viz: the want of proper precedence for 
Wives and Daughters of Baronets in India, advis- 
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ing that this grievance should be properly rectified. 
The Report then alleged that. the $.C.B. was 13 
per cent of the total Baronetage, and expressed a 
doubt whether all others shared in the grievances 
of its members, (although in the next paragraph, 
it was added that 5 per cent or 6 per cent of the 
total were probably false assumptions of the rank) ; 
but, after all, there might equally have been a 
doubt as to whether all shots had pierced only the 
Bull’s Eye of the Royal Target. 

As to a Roll, they suggested keeping one at the 
Home Office to be published annually in London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin ; and to leave the Home 
Secretary to manage it, with rights of reference to 
the Privy Council or to a special Advisory Com- 
mittee. 

The keeping of this Roll was to be in the 
hands of a Registrar of the Baronetage at the 
Home Office; who should be assisted when 
necessary by the S.C.B. All Baronets said to have 
a good title should be placed on the Roll; and any 
objections to a name would have to be proved. 

The Warrants of 1783, 1785, and 1789 ought 
to be cancelled by His Majesty ; and every Baronet 
succeeding to the title should register his living 
descendants at the College of Arms, paying a 
small fee. 

After the Report were printed the following, 
Viz : 

Appendix I. The Petition of 1901, and signatures 

thereto. 
é The Petition of 1905, and signatures 
thereto. 


Appendix Il. ‘The Case for the Baronetage ”, sai 
I 
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Appendix III. Royal Warrant of 3 December 1783. 
} Royal Warrant of 24 February 1785. 
Appendix IV. Royal Warrant of 30 September 1789. 
m Lord Justice’s Warrant to Ulster King 
of Arms. 
Ulster’s Notice of 15 December 1789. 


The above Report was accompanied by the fol- 
lowing Memorandum drawn up by Sir Richard 
Harington, 7th of the Baronets of 1611, D.L., 
Judge, Chairman of Quarter Sessions, &c., and a 
member of the §.C.B. The Secretary of State was 
informed that it touched upon certain matters 
arising in the course of the Inquiry, but outside 
the terms of reference ; and that the Earl of Pem- 
broke, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Sir Richard Temple, 
and Mr. Renshaw all concurred in its recommen- 
dations. 


MEMORANDUM 


‘“<'There are three matters to which the Secre- 
“tary of State’s attention might not improperly be . 
“directed with the view of considering whether 
‘“‘ concessions might not be made to the Degree of 
‘“‘ Baronets in respect of them. 

“The first is the grant of Supporters to their 
“Coats of Arms. These are granted as of course 
‘to Peers and to Knights Grand Cross of the var- 
“ious Orders of Knighthood, and, as a privilege, 
“‘to persons not otherwise entitled who have ren- 
‘dered distinguished public services to the Crown. 
“The Baronets occupy a social position interme- 
‘diate between the first two of these classes, and 
“ the request made on their behalf that they should 
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“be accorded a distinction already allowed to titled 
“‘ persons of a lower social rank is one which, if 
“the matter is not res judicata, seems worthy of 
“ consideration. 

“«'The second is the request that a definite and 
“somewhat higher place than is customarily allot- 
‘ted to them should be secured by the eldest sons 
“‘of Baronets in the table of precedence. By ana- 
“logy to the rank assigned to the eldest sons of 
“* Peers inter se, their place would appear naturally 
**to be next in order to Knights Bachelor, a place 
“until recently occupied by Judges of County 
** Courts, to whom—as the Judges of the Superior 
“Courts come after the eldest sons of Peers—it 
*“ would be no degradation to be placed after the 
** eldest sons of Baronets. . 

“« The third point is a suggestion that the prece- 
** dent set by the Earl Marshal in inviting a select- 
**ed number of the body to the last Coronation 
“< should be followed on the occasion of other great 
‘“< public ceremonies. The number to be invited 
“ must of course be determined in accordance with 
“‘ public convenience, having regard to the parti- 
“cular occason ; but that some representatives of 
“‘the body should be present does not seem unrea- 
“* sonable. 

How this fairly satisfactory Memorandum came 
to be called “‘ outside the terms of reference” no 
reasonable person could understand. ‘The three 
matters referred to the Committee of Inquiry were 
as shewn above under date 8th November 1905 ; 
and the first of them was the safeguarding “ the 
status of Baronetcies ”, which could mean nothing 
else than the maintenance of the privileges which 
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alone assured such status, viz: ancient rank, and 
all things suitable thereto. 


29 April. “The Times” published a leading article 
saying it would be wrong to be confident that 
what it called “the longstanding grievances” of 
the members of the $.C.B. would be removed if 
the suggestions in the Committee’s Report, which 
it had previously epitomised, were carried out ; 
and that their scheme of purgation would not 
entirely exclude unlawful assumptions. 


8 May. Ata Committee Meeting it was arranged 
to hold a Convention of the Baronetage immed- 
lately after the next Annual Assembly of the S.C.B. 

22 May. “The Times” published the Report of 
the Home Office Committee of Inquiry, and the 
“* Daily Graphic ” noticed it. 

13 une. The fourth Annual Assembly was held at 
20 Hanover Square, the Chairman of Committee 
presiding ; and an important Annual Report of the 
Committee was put before it. This pointed out 


that work had been carried on for more than nine ~ 


years; that the late Home Office Committee had 
not reported on the question of “ Status”; and had 
also taken a false view of the fact that the S.C.B. 
represented the Baronetage as fully as could any 
other Council ; and that it succeeded one inaugu- 
rated by one-third of the Degree. It also expres- 
sed regret that the Committee’s refusal to comply 
with the whole of Mr. Akers-Douglas’ instruc- 
tions was not explained; and that the Baronetage 
remained with — 

No remedy as to precedence. 

No substitute for refused Knighthoods. 
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Nothing about public ceremonials or Coronation garb. 

Nothing about a permanent title-name. 

No recognition of James I’s Decree of 13 March 1616. 

Nothing to shew why English are not entitled to justice 
as much as Maltese. 


Sir Richard Harington Bt. who had, more than 
any other member of the Inquiry Committee, 
caused it to obey the Instructions of the respon- 
sible Mr. Akers-Douglas, said in defence that any 
further recommendation made would have been 
disrespectful to the Crown. Unfortunately some 
agreed, but as many disagreed, knowing that their 
King depends on advice, and is not an Autocrat. 


13 ‘fune. THE GENERAL CONVENTION of the BARO- 
NETAGE now took place in the same Hall. The 
Chair was taken by Sir James De Hoghton, 
Baronet of 1611, and the following Resolutions 
were moved by Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. Chairman 
of Committee : 


1. That this Convention, taking note of Nos. I and 
Jl of the Appendix to the Report of the Home Office 
Committee of Inquiry, approves and ratifies all the 
efforts made since the Convention of 1898 with a view 
to maintaining the status of Members of the Degree, 
and tenders its thanks to the S.C.B. 

2. That the Convention approves the proposed ap- 
pointment of a Registrar, and such of the proposals 
contained in the said Report as may result in the esta- 
blishment and maintenance of an authentic Roll of the 
Baronetage, accompanied by strict provisions for the 
adjudication of every unsupported claim. 

3. That the Convention notes with regret that no 
evidence of witnesses examined accompanies the said 
Report, and that the Report recommends no steps to 
be taken to safeguard the covenanted privileges of the 
Baronetage. 
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These Resolutions were supported by a long 
speech relating all the principal events at the 
beginning of, and during the now nearly ten 
years’ work of the Baronets’ representative body. 
They were seconded and supported by the Revd. 
Sir James Erasmus Phillips Bt. (1621), one of 
those invited to His Majesty’s Coronation. He 
added that there was a great deal yet to be done, 
but the present instalment was accepted with 
thanks and hopes for further favours. ‘The Reso- 
lutions were further supported by Sir Richard 
Harington Bt. (1611). 

Sir Christopher Baynes Bt. also addressed the 
Convention in support of the Resolutions, after 
which, and a cordial vote of thanks to Sir James 
de Hoghton for taking the chair, the Convention 
terminated. 

The Assembly now resumed its work and passed 
a short amendment in its Rules, permitting elec- 
tion by ballot of members to serve on the Executive 
Committee, soon after which all came to an end. 
The Committee, in their Report, had communi- 
cated the news of the death of their valued col- 
league General Sir Henry de Bathe Bt. and how 
much they deplored it. 


14 ‘fune. ‘The proceedings of the Convention of 
yesterday were published by several newspapers, 
including the Resolutions passed. 


17 ‘fune. Copies of the Resolutions passed at the 
CONVENTION were sent to the Home Secretary, also 
to the Earl of Pembroke’s Committee and their 
Secretary. 
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11 Fuly. The Editor of “The Times” politely 
accepted the S.C.B.’s request that the abbreviation 
“Bart.” should be discontinued in his newspaper, 
and that of “ Bt.” substituted for it. 


13 ‘fuly. The Editor of “ The Daily Telegraph ” 


also consented to use the abbreviation ‘“ Bt.” 


22 ‘fuly. A letter was received by the Registrar of 
the S.C.B. from Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. resigning 
his place on the Executive Committee after nearly 
ten years service in the chair, for reasons which 
were intimated at the last General Assembly ; 
stating undiminished interest in the work done 
and yet to be done by the Council of which he 
remained a member ; and adding special thanks to 
Mr. Pixley for his years of excellent and unceasing 
aid as Registrar to the Committee and to the 
cause. 

Soon afterwards, Sir Charles Rich Bt., the 
Founder, resigned his position as Vice-Chairman 
of Committee and Treasurer, retaining his place 
on the Council; and at the next Committee 
Meeting the following appointments were made, 
ViZ :— 


Chairman.......... Sir John Heron-Maxwell Bt. (1683) 

Vice-Chairman... Sir Richard C. Temple Bt. (1876) 
C.LE. 

Treasurer......... Sir Spencer Maryon-Wilson Bt. 
(1660). 


g August. A printed paper entitled “ The Ancient 
Baronetage and a Modern Home Office Commit- 
tee” [See appended Paper No. IV.] was distributed 
among members of the S.C.B. as Memorandum of 
an interesting event. Certain copies of it seem 
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also to have gone to the Houses of Parliament, and 
to several Newspapers. 


A.D. 1908 


16 ‘fanuary. A letter was written by the $.C.B. to 
the Home Office, asking whether a Registrar had 
been appointed as recommended by the Inquiry 
Committee. 


17 ‘fanuary. A printed answer received, viz: 
“That the letter would receive attention ”. 


22 May. A letter was written by the S.C.B. to the 
Home Office, calling attention to the official delay 
of over 16 months, and asking for information as 
to the decision arrived at. 


23 May. A printed answer received, viz: ‘ That 
the letter would receive attention. ” 


9 fuly. The fifth Annual General Assembly of the 
S. C. B. was held at 20 Hanover Square, London, 
Sir Richard C. Temple Bt. (Vice-Chairman) occu- 
pying the Chair. 

After announcing the resignations in 1907 of 
the late Chairman and Vice-Chairman of their 
places on the Committee only, and the filling up 
of the same, the Chairman stated the repeated efforts 
made by the Committee (and also privately) to get 
an answer from the Home Office. He added the 
fact that it was known that His Majesty had seen 
the Report and had commented on it, so the delay 
was difficult to understand. This was a state of 
affairs which every member of the Degree must 
regret. 


¢ 
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The Chairman then added the fact that the 
S.C.B. was issuing to every Baronet throughout 
the Kingdom a copy of the proceedings of the 
GENERAL CONVENTION of 1907. 

Finally he related an amusing novelty relating 
to Worcestershire, viz: that a Mr. Willis Bund, 
Chairman of County-Council and Quarter Sessions 
in that County, had officially claimed precedence 
as such before all Baronets in the County. 

After this, proposals were made and accepted 
for a plan to secure more members for the $.C.B., 
and thanks were given to Sir Christopher Baynes 
Bt. for all his services as Auditor of the S.C.B. 


10 November. A letter was written by the S.C.B. 
to the Home Office expressing a hope that, after 
the lapse of two years, the Council might soon be 
informed of His Majesty’s decision. 


A.D. 1908 


12 November. A printed answer was received, viz. 
“That the letter would receive attention. ”’ 


12 November. A letter was received from the Home 
Office stating that the Secretary of State hoped 
soon to announce a decision in regard to the 
matters dealt with. 


A.D. 1909 


22 February. A letter was written by the S.C.B. to 
the Home Office referring to theirs of 13 November 
last, and asking if the Secretary of State was yet 
in a position to give the information desired. 


17 
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23 February. A printed answer was received, viz. 
“ That the letter would receive attention.” 


26 March. A letter was written by the S.C.B. to 
the Home Office further asking the result of the 
Report. 


27 March. A printed answer was received, viz. 
“That the letter would receive attention. ” 


2 April, Sir Frederick Banbury Bt., M.P. for the — 
City of London, asked the Home Secretary in the 
House of Commons, “* Whether a Committee of 
“‘ the Privy Council had been appointed to consider 
“‘ the Report of the Departmental Committee on 
“the Baronetage, and to advise His Majesty in 
“¢ relation thereto : and, if not, whether he proposed 
“ to take any such action in the matter, and when.” 

Mr. Herbert J. Gladstone replied, ‘‘ There is 
“no suggestion of submitting the Report to a 
“« Committee of the Privy Council, I have submitted 
“< the recommendations of the Committee to His 
“« Majesty, and hope to be able to make an 
‘** announcement very shortly.” 


~~ 


A.D. 1909 


8 ‘fuly. ‘The Sixth Annual Assembly of the $.C.B. 
took place at No. 20 Hanover Square, Sir John 
R. Heron-Maxwell Bt. in the chair. The Chair- 
man opened his speech with a kindly and thankful 
allusion to the work done by Sir Lambton Loraine 
Bt. his predecessor in the Chair. He stated that, 
since last Assembly, 100 more Baronets had joined 
the S.C.B., and then related the late correspon- 
dence with the Home Office, also private enquiries 
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made by himself ; and how it was evident that the 
delay was in no way connected with the Crown. 
He then stated that on the 5th March last it was 
understood from an official source that a Committee 
of the Privy Council had been appointed, and a 
Circular to this effect was issued to Members ; 
but the news was false, and possibly the late 
Chairman knew something regarding this matter. 

Sir Lambton Loraine Bt. then explained that 
he had received a letter from a Herald in November 
1908 informing him, as a matter of fact, that a 
Committee of the Privy Council had been appointed 
with the Duke of Norfolk as a member thereof ; 
it being added that the Duke was qualified by his 
Office to have complete jurisdiction over the 
Baronetage. Asthisstrange communication appear- 
ed to be intended for the $.C.B. Committee, the 
Registrar was at once informed ; and Mr. Pixley 
appeared to have called on the Herald and reported 
to the Committee. He himself, on learning the 
facts, had written the following answer to his 
heraldic Correspondent, in support of the Degree, 
and was glad now to present it for General infor- 
mation :— 


“‘ A few months ago you wrote and informed me that 
<a Committee of the Privy Council was being appointed 
“ to consider matters connected with the Baronetage. 
“ Such matters would necessarily have included the 
_ © Petition to the King on behalf of this Degree, and 
“ the Home Office Committee’s Report on all questions 
“ concerning it. Now, “The Times” of the sth inst. 
“ absolutely denies that there was any foundation for 
“the information you purported to give me; and 
“ please allow me to state that 1 was always unable to 
understand how a member of the Heralds’ College 
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“ could be in possession of information concerning the 
“ Privy Council which appeared not to be known 
“ anywhere else. I do not, however, ask for any 
“ explanation ; and my advice to the Committee was to 
“ refuse to open any communication with the Duke of 
“ Norfolk (whom you mentioned) until the Committee 
“ should be formally acquainted that a body of the 
“ Privy Council was appointed, and his Grace made 
“the Chairman of it. Even then discussion would 
“ have been wrong, for evidence was the matter to be 
“required from us and others. Pray note that the 
“‘ Baronetage owes nothing to the Duke of Norfolk. 
“‘ He was selected by us some ten years ago as a high 
“Crown official who might be willing to give advice 
“on the contents of a Petition to the King; but, 
“ ultimately, the Duke retired from this position ; and 
“when the Home Office asked afterwards for his 
“* Grace’s views, he seems to have sent the Petition to 
“‘ the Heralds’ College for advice. Now, it is on the 
“* Home Office that all the responsibility rests for such 
“a state of things, there being nothing in the History 
“ of the Sixth Degree Hereditary enabling the Duke 
* or the Heralds to interfere with whatever privileges 
“it may possess. If his Grace wishes to do Baronets 
“any service, I do not doubt it is competent for him 
“to approach the King and make known his views. ~ 
“As regards ourselves, we are unable to recognise 
“anyone but the Home Secretary as the Constitutional 
“medium so long as we are debarred from proper 
“ official representation, such as we have asked for; 


é and I shall acquaint our Registrar that I have made 
* this statement.” 


Sir Richard Temple Bt. (Vice Chairman) then 
addressed the Assembly, asking what could the 
Heralds’ College urge about the Duke of Norfolk 
or their own views, that had not been already 
included in the evidence given by Garter King of 
Arms and other persons before the Departmental 
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Committee at the Home Office? He himself 
would be against paying any attention to appeals 
of this kind, which merely looked like appeals 
against the Committee’s Report. 


A.D. IQIO 


8 February. His Majesty signed a Royal Warrant 
directing that an Official Roll of Baronets shall be 
prepared and kept at the Home Office: that no 
person whose name is not entered on such Official 
Roll shall be received as a Baronet, or shall be 
addressed or mentioned by that title in any Civil 
or Military Commission, Letters-Patent, or other 
official document. The Roll shall be prepared in 
consultation with one or other of the Kings of 
Arms, revised and corrected from time to time, 
and submitted to the Sovereign once each year. 
Any person whose name does not appear, but 
considers he is so entitled, shall be at liberty to 
petition the Sovereign through the Home Secretary. 
Provision is made that where the Home Secretary 
finds difficulty in advising as to the validity of any 
claims, the matter shall be referred to 


The Attorney-General for England, or 
The Lord-Advocate for Scotland, or 
The Attorney-General for Ireland. 


The Home Secretary shall appoint an Officer in 
his own Office to be Registrar of the Baronetage ; 
and every person who succeeds to the title -of, or 
is created, a Baronet, shall pay to the Home 
Secretary a fee of £5 to be paid into the Exchequer. 
The Home Office, with sense as well as courtesy, 
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entrusted Mr. Pixley, the S.C.B. Registrar, with 
the drafting of the first Roll ; but such Roll will 
clearly never be quite satisfactory until it embodies 
the lines of descent in all the ancient families who 
have received the grant. of a Baronetcy: and 
Reference to Kings of Arms cannot be depended 
on in respect of all pedigrees so long as there are 
no laws or rules constituting it in any sense a 
responsible “‘ Record Office.” 

Such is the outcome of persevering work done 
by the H.S.B. and $.C.B. during twelve years, and 
it is marvellous to think that a Roll was not 
established three Centuries ago when the rank of 
Baronet was made hereditary. But that is not all. 
The S.C.B. appears to have received, after all its 
years of trouble and expense, no thanks, and no 
establishment as a recognised body. Also, its 
modest proposals for treatment in respect of title- 
name and privilege, somewhat like other hereditary 
Degrees, have not the faintest recognition ; even 
after the constant discontent in this respect which 
has been going on for the greater part of three 
Centuries. 


May. King Epwarp vu. died at, Buckingham 
Palace, in London, after a short illhess. During 
His Majesty’s reign of over 9} years he had created 
164 Baronets of the United Kingdom. 


é 


BACP ERIN Gof 


THE CASE FOR 
THE BARONETAGE 


AS VIEWED BY ITS 


HONOURABLE SOCIETY 
A.D. 1900 


The constitution of the Baronetage rests upon 
three Patents of King James I, copies of which are 
in the British Museum. They are dated respectively 
in the years 1611, 1612, and 1616. 


EARLY CREATIONS 


The first creations were made on the 22nd of 
May, 1611, anda tradition exists that the ceremony 
took place in a room of the Charterhouse, as it now 
stands, then the residence of the Earl of Arundel, 
where the King was staying for two days. A Com- 
mission was appointed from among the English Privy 
Council to assist the King in the matter, especially in 
the selection of the Knights and Esquires willing to 
serve the State in the colonisation of Ulster, the 
Commissioners being directed to proceed with none 
that were not men of quality, state of living, and 
good reputation, worthy of the dignity, and at least 
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descended from a grandfather on the father’s side 
who bare Arms, and had a stated yearly revenue from 
land. It is believed that this Commission was short- 
lived. A glance at the list of early Baronets will 
show that, even had the King’s requirements as to 
quality, lineage, and estate been pitched on a higher 
scale, he would have had the same result. 

James promised that the number of Baronets of 
England should never exceed two hundred, and be 
liable to diminution ; but this prospect of signal 
exclusiveness was lost to the Baronetage in the same 
reign, and the Degree was thrown open, also, to men 
of the old and distinguished families of Ireland. 
In Cuartes I.’s reign Baronets of Scotland were 
selected from a like high source for the colonisation 
of Nova Scotia; and a lady was by him created a 
Baronet or Baronetess of that Colony. James II., 
also, is recorded to have ennobled a lady in Holland, 
under the title of a Baronetess of England : thus 
precedents were made for the bestowal of Baronetcies 
on the widows of Baronets expectant, and other 
ladies, at the Sovereign’s pleasure. 


EARLY CONTROVERSY 


During the year of establishment, 1611, seventy 
five Baronets were created, their general precedency 
being clearly established in their Patents, namely, 
that it was to be before all Knights, and also before 
all Bannerets, except those who should be made by 
the King on the field. Now, a Banneret being, 
according to various writers, a knightly person of 
high consideration, who in earlier reigns had been 
summoned to Parliament, who was entitled to sup- 
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porters for his Arms, and who had claimed rank, 
since at least the reign of Epwarp IV., before the 
younger sons of Viscounts and Barons, these earliest 
Baronets were naturally led to suppose that their 
place in the chain of precedence was hereditarily just 
above that which the Banneret occupied for his life. 
It must have appeared to their minds, also, that the 
King, in creating a sixth hereditary degree, ‘“‘ meane 
in place betwixt the Degree of a ‘ Baron and the 
Degree of a Knight ’,”’ as expressed afterwards in his 
final Decree, would naturally intend that all members 
of a Baronet’s family should be woven into the said 
well-ordered chain in the natural manner, which 
would be (omitting Bishops, Bannerets, and office- 
holders) as follows :— oe 


Fourth Degree. . . ~ . Viscount. 

Earl’s eldest son. 

Marquess’s younger son. 
Pik Desree . wn ~~ 6 CBARON: 

Viscount’s eldest son. 

Earl’s younger son. 
Sixth Degree . . . . . Baronet. 

Baron’s eldest son. 

Viscount’s younger son. 
Non-hereditary Orders . . Kwicurt. 
Baronet’s eldest son. 
Baron’s younger son. 


&c., &c. 


Their assumption, however, they discovered to be 
disallowed by the King, upon which five of their 
number, viz., the Baronets Finch, Gresley, Wentworth 
(of Gosfield), Cotton, and Twisden, were appointed 
humbly to remonstrate with His Majesty ; but this 


was without effect (albeit three days were occupied 
18 
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with controversy), as will be seen by the Royal 
Decree dated the 28th May, 1612. 

The King may, possibly, have had reasons for 
doing nothing likely to offend the Barons of Parlia- 
ment, but His Majesty’s “‘ Flower of nobilitie” 
argument in favour of younger sons who had not, at 
that time, even a generally accepted courtesy title, 
when addressed to men—Heads of families, whom he 
had just ennobled by a title which was to be trans- 
mitted for ever, and who would have Flowers of 
their own—can only, at this distance of time, raise a 
respectful smile. The names of these Baronets, here 
appended, will furnish a criterion of their weight in 


the controversy :— 


Bacon of Redgrave, Kut. 
*Molyneux of Sefton, Kut. 

Maunsel of Margam, Kuz. 
*Shirley of Staunton. 

Stradling of St. Donat’s, Kut. 
*Leke of Sutton, Kut. 
*Pelham of Laughton. 
*Hoghton of Hoghton, To- 

wer, Kut. 
*Hobart of Intwood, Kut. 
*Booth of Dunham-Massy, 
Knit. 

Peyton of Isleham, Kut. 
*Talmache of Helmingham. 
*Seymour of Bury-Pomeroy. 
*Finch of Eastwell, Kuz. 

Cope of Hanwell, Kuz. 
*Monson of Carleton, Kut. 

Gresley of Drakelowe. 

Tracy of Stanway. 

Wentworth of Gosfield, Kuz. 
*Bellasis of Newborough, Kut. 


*Clifton of Clifton, K.B. 
*Gerard of Bryn, Kut. 
*Aston of Tixhall, K.B. 
Knevet of Buckenham. 
*St. John of Lidiard-Tregoz, 
Knit. 
Shelley of Michelgrove. 
*Savage of Rock-Savage, Kut. 
Barington of Barington, Kut. 
Berkeley of Wymondham, 
*Wentworth of Wentworth- 
Wood House. 
Musgrave of Hartley Castle, 
Kut. 
Carr of Sleford, Kut. 
Hussey of Hennington, Kut. 
Mordaunt of Massingham. 
Bendish of Steeple-Bum- 
sted. 
Wynn of Gwidyr, Kut. 
Throckmorton of Tort- 
worth, Kut. 


* Signifies family raised to the peerage. 


¢ 
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Worsley of Appuldercombe, 
Kut. 

Constable of Flamborough. 
*Leigh of Stoneleigh, Kuz. 
*Noel of Brook, Kut. 

Cotton of Conington, Kuz. 
*Cholmondeleigh of Chol- 

mondeleigh. 

Molyneux of Teversal. 

Wortley of Wortley, Kut. 
*Savile of Thornhill, Kuz. 

Kniveton of Mircaston. 

Woodhouse of Wilbrahall, 

Kut. 
*Pope of Wilcot, Kui. 

Harington of Ridlington, 

Kut. 

Savile of Methley, Kuz. 

Willoughby of Risley. 

Tresham of Rushton. 
*Brudenell of Dene. 

St. Paul of Snarsford, Kut. 

Tirwit of Stainfield, Kuz. 

Dallison of Loughton, Kui. 
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Fleetwood of Caldwich. 
Spenser of Yarnton. 

*Tufton of Hothfield, Kuz. 
Peyton of Knowlton, Kuz. 
Morrison of Cassiobury, 

Knut. 

Baker of Sissinghurst, Kuz. 

Appleton of South-Hem- 

sted. 

Sidley of Ailesford, Kut. 

Twisden of East Peckham, 

Kut. 
Hales of Wood-Church, 
Kut. 

Monyns of Waldershare. 

Mildmay of Mulsham. 
*Maynard of Easthanes- 

Parva, Kut. 

*Lee of Quarendon. 

Napier of Luton Hoo, Kut. 
*Bayning of Bentley-Parva. 
*Temple of Stowe, Kut. 

Penyston of Leigh. 


The pretensions of the above-named Baronets were 
certainly thoroughly well founded. Although the 
King’s intentions cannot be gainsaid, his Majesty’s 
decision undoubtedly prejudiced the position of the 
Baronetage, in thus widely separating it from the five 
other hereditary degrees, by which cause alone it has 


lost in distinction. 


It should be noted that for three years after this 
decision no one accepted a Baronetcy, except seventeen 
Knights and Gentlemen created the same year. 


* Signifies family raised to the peerage. 
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THE LATE WARRANT 


But for King James’s example it is quite impos- 
sible to believe that Her Most Gracious Majesty 
should have issued the recent Royal Warrant, granting 
to the children of Lords of Appeal in Ordinary 
precedence before all Baronets, in opposition to the 
King’s own promise ; and it is worthy of remark 
that this Warrant does not only, on the face of it, 
cheapen the Baronetage still more, but also marks a 
new departure in granting such high precedence to 
persons who are neither in the line of succession to 
a title, or in the enjoyment of any high office in the 
State. These qualifications have hitherto been neces- 
sary to the taking of so high a place, and to such an 
extent that the children of even the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, the greatest of Life Peers, have not 
attained to it. 

Besides which, the natural course when this 
elevation of ladies and gentlemen, by virtue of their 
fathers’ parliamentary office, was decided on, has not 
been followed. Had it been, they would have been* 
ranked among the children of hereditary Barons, just 
as their fathers rank among such Barons, namely, 
according to the date of the Peerage Patents ; but 
now it is possible for Lord A to rank above Lord B, 
and their respective children in the contrary order ! 

A Royal Warrant, following the said consistent 
course, would appear to have needed no mention within 
it of Baronets, nor to require any notice from them. 


COVENANTED PRIVILEGES 


The covenanted privileges conferred on the Baro- 
netage are— 
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Under the First Letters Patent as follows :-— 


I. The dignity, state, and degree of Baronet. 

II. Precedency as already shown, and that of wives, 

children, and others. 

III. Style and title. 

IV. Only 200 Baronets of England to exist at one 
time. 

V. No degree, order, name, title, dignity, or state 
under the degree, dignity, or state of Barons 
of England to be ever created which would or 
could be superior or equal to the degree and 
dignity of Baronet. 

VI. If any Baronet of the said 200 should die without 
heirs male, no other Baronets of England to 
be created, but the number of 200 to diminish 


accordingly. 


Under the Second Letters Patent the privileges 
are— 


VII. A newly-defined precedency. 

VIII. A repetition of Privilege No. V., with the addition 
that no person or persons beneath the degree 
of Lords of Parliament of England, except 
the persons enumerated, should ever have 
place, precedence, or pre-eminence over, or 
equality with, Baronets ; and that no person 
or persons should have or take place between 
Baronets and the younger sons of Viscounts 
and Barons [hereditary, of course]. 


And, as an ampliation of the King’s favour— 


IX. Rights of Knighthood for Baronets and their 
eldest sons. 
X. Addition of the Arms of Ulster in armorial 
bearings. 
XI. A place near the Royal Standard in Battle. 
XI. A funeral ceremony “meane betwixt that of a 
Baron and a Knight.” 
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XIII. The right for all Baronets, then and in future, 
to have Letters Patent under the Great Seal 
of England to the effect of former Letters 
Patent of creation and of these presents. 


The Third Letters Patent, ratifying and confirming, 
with more particularity, the above privileges, adds— 


XIV. The Degree of Baronet to be, and to be reputed 
to be, a Degree of Dignity Hereditary, mean 
in place betwixt the Degree of a Baron and 
the Degree of a Knight. 

XV. Eldest sons of Baronets to precede eldest sons of 
all Knights, whatever their Order ; with similar 
provisions respecting other sons, &c., &c. 

XVI. Doubts or questions arising in future concerning 
precedency, privilege or other matter touching 
Baronets to be decided according to the rules, 
custom, and laws of other Degrees of Dignity 
Hereditary. 


The Baronets of Ireland, dating from 1619, enjoy 
all the rights and privileges confirmed in the Letters 
Patent last recited ; and the same were continued to 
Baronets of Great Britain who date from 1707, and : 
to Baronets of the United Kingdom who date from 
1801. 7 

The Baronets of Scotland, of whom the first was 
created in 1625, enjoy the same privileges, except 
the Ulster augmentation ; and the following were 
conferred upon them in addition, all being confirmed 
by the Scottish Parliament :— 


XVII. Grants of land in Nova Scotia, with plenary 
baronial rights and jurisdiction, and legislative 
powers in that plantation. 

XVIII. Precedency above lesser Barons in Scotland. 

XIX. Addition of the Arms of Nova Scotia in armorial 
bearings. 


UNDER 27 SOVEREIGNS 143 


XX. Power to Members thereof to sit and vote by 
deputy in the Scottish Parliament when absent 
from the kingdom. 


And by virtue of King Charles’s further Ordinance, 
dated 1629— 


XXI. Right to wear about the neck the badge of Nova 
Scotia, suspended by an orange-tawny ribbon. 


PRECEDENCY 


It is undoubted that our gracious Sovereign, as the 
fount of honour in this present time, can create new 
Degrees, as did James I., and can similarly bind her 
successors in respect of them. She can also elevate 
any subject into any existing Degree or Order 
whatsoever, and he will have the place provided for 
him by custom and regulation. But all Sovereigns 
are surely bound by promises affecting vested rights 
and privileges given in their name by any of their 
ancestors ; and in this respect attention may be called 
to the fact that when George IV. lightly revoked in 
1827 one of James I.’s promises to the Baronetage 
(the very first made in ampliation of the Royal 
favour), he caused the revocation to apply only to 
Baronets to be afterwards created, and was careful to 
respect every right belonging to existing holders of 
the title. 

In the case, however, of the recent Warrant con- 
cerning the children of Lords of Appeal, no repudiation 
of King James’s Decrees, or of any part of them, 
‘either preceded or accompanied it ; yet the privilege 
numbered VIII. has clearly been taken away from 
the Baronetage by the fact that the said children are 
given precedence, not in any existing grade, but 
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between hereditary Barons’ younger sons and Baronets. 

In the Decree of 1612 there is an assignment of 
precedency to Knights of the Garter, Privy Coun- 
cillors, certain high Officers of State, and several 
Judges ; and then these words follow :— 


“ but that no other person or persons whatsoever under 
the Degree of Barons of Parliament shall take place 
before the said Baronets, except only the younger sonnes 
of Viscounts and Barons and others of higher Degree,” 


and His Majesty accordingly for himself, his heirs, 
and successors, ordained and decreed— 


“‘ that the said Baronets and the heires males of their 
bodies shall, in all places and upon all occasions for 
ever, have, hold, and enjoy their place and precedencie 
next unto and immediately after the younger sonnes of 
Viscounts and Barons” [i.e. hereditary Viscounts and 
Barons], “and that no person or persons, nor state or 
states of men, shall have or take place betweene them, 
any Constitution, Order, Degree, Office, Service, Place, 
Imployment, Custom, Use, or other thing whatsoever, 
now or heereafter, to the contrary notwithstanding. ” 


There is a saving clause as to “continuing or 
restoring ’’ precedence changed by accident, but that 
has no application whatever to the case under 
consideration. 

The inquietude prevailing among Her Majesty’s 
loyal Baronetage in regard to the above might easily 
be done away with, either by Her Majesty graciously 
restoring their own proper precedence, or at least by 
granting to children of Lords of Appeal in Ordinary 
place and precedence exactly as if their fathers were 
hereditary Barons, so that they would become addi- 
tional members of an existing grade, instead of forming 
by themselves an intermediate one. The Baronetage 
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would thus be relieved from all necessity of protest ; 
and some measure of consistency would be obtained. 


STYLE AND TITLE 


No fixed and unchangeable title-name was ordained 
by James I. to attach to a baronetcy. 

All that is transmissible to posterity for ever by 
Patent of creation is merely a prefix and a sufhx. 
There is no provision whatever that the same surname 
and local title shall always appear between this so- 
called pair of handles ; thus names may be changed 
and added to at pleasure until all identity of title is 
lost between an old family and its existing represent- 
ative. This is strangely unsuited to a Degree here- 
ditary. How chaotic one would think it if an Earl 
or Baron could alter as he liked the name of the 
earldom or barony contained in his Patent, and by 
which he is known to the world, at least until 
promoted to a higher grade. 

The difficulty could best be met by a simple Royal 
command that, in the creation of Baronets in future, 
a clause shall be added to their Patents providing that 
the surname and local title under which each is raised 
to the dignity shall for ever belong to his baronetcy ; 
and the same be used on all occasions as the proper 
and lawful and perpetual surname and local title of 
himself and his successors. Thus, if any future 
Baronet should at any time assume any additional 
surname other than by virtue of succeeding to another 
baronetcy, such surname would only be available for 
full description, and in no case be placed after the 
surname denoting the baronetcy or baronetcies, any 
will or testamentary disposition on the part of any 

te, 
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person whatsoever to the contrary notwithstanding. 

And as regards existing Baronets, it would be for 
any who has changed his name to petition that he 
may resume, subject to law, his ancient name and 
local title, to be used for ever in the manner stated 
above. 

Again, their ancient courtesy designation has been 
lost to Baronets. 

It has dropped out of general use since the eight- 
eenth century, and only survives, so far as ordinary 
experience goes, in letters addressed to Baronets by 
foreigners and by the humbler classes at home ; which 
facts help to establish the position that the Baronetage 
has declined in distinction. It was a privilege con- 
ceded evidently by the courtesy of Society at large in 
all parts of the kingdom, and consisted of the addition 
of the style “‘ Honourable ” to the title of a Baronet, 
in the same manner as ‘“‘ Most Honourable” and 
“Right Honourable ” are added to the titles of other 
and higher Degrees. 

Instances of this courtesy style are numerous, some 
being on tombs, others in letters and writings. A 
small collection of them was made and published 
about sixty years ago, but it was the result of only a 
limited search. The few names given, and a very 
few others, are here appended :— 


Carmarthenshire . Honble. Sir William Williams of Vaynol, 
Baronet.—(Harleian MSS.) 

Cheshire . . « Honble. Sir George Booth of Dunham 
Massy, Baronet.—(Jdem.) 

Cornwall . . . Honble. Sir John Molesworth of Pen- 
carrow, Baronet.—( Collins. 

Honble. Sir Chichester Wrey of Trebish, 

Baronet.—(On Monument, 1729.) 
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Devonshire. 


Derbyshire . 
Dorsetshire . 


Essex 


Gloucestershire. 


Hampshire . 


Huntingdonshire . 


Kent. 


Honble. Sir Francis Drake of Nutwell, 
Baronet.—(/n a Lease, 1768.) 

Honble. Sir Edward Seymour of Berry 
Pomeroy, Baronet.—(Prinied Sermon, 
1613.) 

Honble. Dame Anne Northcote.—(Ox 
Monument, 1729.) 

Honble. Sir John] Ju four Legal 
Pole of Shute, | Documents, 1757-8, 
Baronet. and a printed ac- 

Honble. Sir William } count by Anstis, son 
Pole of Shute,jof Garter K. of 
Baronet. Arms). 

Honble. Lady Pole. 

Honble. Sir John Rogers of Blachford, 
Baronet.—(Receipt for Tithe, 1731, 
Exes} 

Honble. Sir Frederick Rogers of Blach- 
ford, Baronet.—(In an Account, 1774.) 

Honble. Sir Jonathan Jenkinson of 
Walton, Baronet.—( Collins.) 

Honble. Sir Robert Napier of Pucknall, 
Baronet.—(Blome, 1699.) 

Honble. Sir John Barrington of Bar- 
rington, Baronet.—(Leéter from Crom- 
well.) 

Honble. Sir William Dacy of Tortworth. 
Baronet.—(Gwillim.) 

Honble. Sir Simeon Stuart of Hartley 
Manduit, Baronet. (Ancient Writing.) 

Honble. Sir Robert Cotton of Coning- 
ton, Baronet.—(Cotton MSS.) 

Honorabilis vir Dominus Edwardus 
Dering de Surrenden Dering, Miles 
& Baronettus.—(Segar, Garter King 
of Arms.) 

Honorabilis Dominus Thoma Spencer 
Wilson de Charleton House, Baron- 
etttus, et Domina Jana, Uxor.— 
(Armorial Ensigns, signed by Brooke, 
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Kildare . 


Leicestershire . 


Lincolnshire 


Middlesex . 


Monmouthshire (?) 


Norfolk . 


Northumberland . 


Nottinghamshire . 


Oxfordshire. 


Somerset Herald, and Pingo,York Herald, 
1786. 

Hovble. Sir Walter Borro-| (Ja twenty- 
wes of Giltown, Baronet. | four Docu- 

Honble. Sir Kildare Borro- { ments, 1721- 
wes of Giltown, Baronet. | 1790.) 

Honble. Sir Arthur Haselrigge of No- 
sely, Baronet.—(Lezter from Cromwell.) 

Honble. Sir Jeremy Whichcote of As- 
warby, Baronet.— (Ox Monument, 
1677.) 

Honble. Sir Thomas Hulsey of Dodd- 
ington, Baronet.—(Ancient Writing.) 

Honble. Sir Robert Rich of London, 
Baronet.—( Ancient Deeds.) 

Honble. Sir Chamberlayne Beck of Lon- 
don, Baronet.—(Wozston.) 

Honble. Sir Robert Rolles of 3 
Baronet.—(Gwillim.) 

Honble. Sir Edmund Bacon of Garbol- 
disham,Baronet.—( Collins and Wotton.) 

Honble. Sir Ralf Hare of Stowe Bar- 

dolph,Baronet.—(On Monument,1671.) 

Honble. Sir William Paston of Oxmead, 
Baronet.—( Gwillim.) ‘ 

Honble. the Lady Loraine, wife to the 
Worshipful Sir Thomas Loraine, Bar- 
onet.—(Parish Register, 1706.) 

Honble. Sir John Swinburne, Baronet. 
—Letter from Duke of Newcastle 22nd 
Fanuary, 1676.) 

Honble. Sir Jervis Clifton of Clifton, 
Baronet.—(Gwillim. 

Honble. Sir Charles Browne of Kidding- 
ton, Baronet.—( Wotton.) 

Honble. Sir John Reade of Shipton, 
Baronet.—(Ju two Receipts for Money, 
1759-60.) 

Honble. Sir Thomas Reade of Shipton, 
Baronet.—(Ju two Letters, 1731-49.) 
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Perthshire . 


Renfrewshire . 


Shropshire . 


Suffolk . 


. Surrey . 


Sussex . 


Tipperary . 


Warwickshire . 


Worcestershire . 


Wigtownshire ‘ 


Yorkshire . 


I) 
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Honble. Sir Robert Menzies of Castle 
Menzies, Baronet.—(Jn fourteen Let- 
ters from Peers and others.) 

Honble. Sir John Maxwell of Nether 
Pollok, Baronet.—(Ju a Dedication.) 

Honble. Sir Richard Perrott of Harold- 
ston, Baronet.—(Plate of Arms, 1767.) 

Honble. Sir Thomas Littleton of Stoke- 
Milburgh, Baronet.—(Blome.) 

Honble. Sir Charles Oakeley of Oakeley, 
Baronet.—(Genileman’s Magazine.) 

Hon. and truly Noble Sir Edmund Bacon 
of Redgrave, Baronet.—(Gwillim.) 

Honble. Sir Samuel Barnardiston of 
Brightwel, Baronet.—(Kip’s “ Seats,” 
1720.) 

Honble. Sir Richard Onslow of Clan- 
don, Baronet.—(Blome.) 

Honble. Elizabeth, Lady Onslow, wife 
of the above.—(Jdem.) 

Honorabilis Dominus Thoma Wilson 
de Com. Sussex, Baronettus.—(Armo- 
rial Ensigns, signed by Townley, Claren- 
ceux King of Arms, 1755.) 

Honble. Sir Thomas Wilson, Baronet. 
(Obituary Notice in London Chronicle, 


1759-) 

Honble. Sir Thomas Dancer of Mod- 
reeny, Baronet.—(Indenture as High 
Sheriff.) 

Honble. Sir Henry Gough of Edgbaston, 
Baronet.—( Collins.) 

Honble. Sir Thomas Winford of Glas- 
hampton, Baronet.—(Jdem.) 

Honble. Sir John Pakington of West- 
wood, Baronet.—(Kip’s “ Seats” 1720.) 

Honble. Sir Andrew Agnew of Lochnaw, 
Baronet.—(Norrie 1740.) 

Honble. Sir William Foulis of Ingleby 
Manor, Baronet.—(Ancient Writing.) 
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Honorabilis Dominus Thomas Went- 
worth de Bretton Hall, Miles & 
Baronettus, & Honorabilis Domina 
Gratia, Uxor.—(Onz a Monument.) 

Honble. Sir Henry Goodrich of Ribston, 
Baronet.—(Blome.) 

Honble. Sir William Chaytor of Croft, 
Baronet.—(Two Letters from Duke of | 
Bolton, 1691-1695.) 


(??) . . . Honble. Sir John Harpur of Calke, 
Baronet.—( Wotton.) 
Honble. Sir William Harvey of 4 
Baronet.—(Harleian MSS.) 
Ireland. . . . Honble. Sir James Caldwell of , 
Baronet.—(Corporation of Dublin, 
1764.) 


It will be observed that two of the above Baronets 
were so addressed by Oliver Cromwell ; in four cases 
the style appears on monuments; in three in the 
Harleian MSS, ; and the majority are vouched for by 
such heraldic writers as Blome, Gwillim, Collins, 
Wotton, Norrie, &c. A further and general search 
in muniment rooms would doubtless set the question 
at rest, even without the help of one Garter King of * 
Arms, the son of another, and the numerous heralds 
and others who have recognised the propriety of the 
style, as applied to the junior hereditary Degree. 
But Baronets may virtually claim it from King 
James I. himself, for the King’s original Letters 
Patent, before referred to, were, soon after the date 
of the last of the same, sent to His Majesty’s printer, 
and, when printed, were bound up together under 
the title of “Three Patents concernin g the Honourable 
Degree and Dignitie of Baronets ” (see copy in 
British Museum). 

If further argument were required, it can be found 
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in the similarity which existed in the time of the 
Stuarts between the Patent of a Baron and that of 
a Baronet (see Selden); while it is believed that a 
reference to documents (which cannot here be 
referred to specifically) will show that those Kings 
who addressed Lords of Parliament as their “ Right 
trustie and wel-beloved Cousins and Councillors ”’ 
accorded to Baronets the same mode, excepting the 
word “Right,” namely, the very word which 
differenced the courtesy style in these two Degrees. 

This style of ‘ Honourable,” when used, could 
not interfere with the courtesy title of a Peer’s 
younger son (which he derives merely from the legal 
title of another person), because it would always be 
conjoined with a Baronet’s legal title ; but if it were 
desired to make a distinction, the words, “ Very 
Honourable, ” would not be inappropriate, looking 
to analogies. ta 


KNICHTHOOD 


It will be observed in the second Patent of King 
James that, in ampliating his favour, His Majesty 
was pleased to knight such Baronets as were no 
Knights, and did promise for himself, his heirs and 
successors, that such Baronets and their heirs male as 
should, in the future, be no Knights, should, on 
attaining the age of twenty-one years, and upon 
knowledge thereof being given to the Lord Cham- 
berlain of the Household, &c., be knighted by His 
Majesty, his heirs and successors. 

This hereditary privilege is truly of a very notable 
character, and quite unparalleled in the history of 
Orders and Degrees, though possibly not so in the 


152 THE BARONETAGE 


history of certain noble families hereditarily honoured 
in some special way by the Monarch. It was 
apparently designed to commemorate the feudal 
custom incident to a tenure in Chivalry, under which 
the eldest son of the Lord was made a Knight with 
much ceremony and pomp ; while also serving the 
purpose of giving a title to a Baronet’s eldest son, to 
be enjoyed by law, not by mere courtesy, as in other 
Degrees. 

Within the century now nearing its close the 
privilege seems to have been rarely claimed, so much 
does custom alter from time to time, and so much 
have various new Orders of Knighthood tended to 
crowd out the ancient distinction ; but there are 
instances of the accolade having been granted never- 
theless, namely, in the years, 1825, 1827, 1835, and 
some others ; lastly in the case of Sir Ludlow Cotter, 
eldest son of Sir James Cotter, Baronet, of Rockforest, 
who was knighted at Windsor so lately as the 12th 
December, 1874, on coming of age. 

The Ordinance previously alluded to, passed by 
His Majesty George IV. on the 19th December, 
1827, was to the effect that in the creation of 
Baronets after that date he would not concede to 
them the right to claim knighthood, but this alteration 
was stated to be without prejudice to the provisions 
in Letters Patent then existing, or to the rights and 
privileges then by law belonging to any Baronet and 
his heirs male, and as a matter of fact he conferred 
the knighthoods claimed in 1825 and 1827. 

Although not now in the habit of claiming in an 
active sense the promise in this matter contained in 
their Patents, the Baronets of the older creation 
would doubtless be unwilling to sacrifice their rights 
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therein unless these could be commemorated by a 
substituted privilege. ‘The most proper and accep- 
table substitution would be a grant to such Baronets 
as might apply for the same, from or through their 
Honourable Society, of the hereditary right to bear 
commemorative supporters to their Arms. These 
should also be granted to Baronets deprived of knight- 
hood rights by the said Ordinance of King George IV., 
in order that equality should again prevail throughout 
the Degree. The rights of eldest sons to be Knights 
would be most fitly commemorated by a badge for 
ceremonial wear, coupled with a fixed right of 
precedence next to and immediately after Knights 
Bachelor. 

In the matter of supporters, it must be remembered 
that Baronets are in the ranks, albeit the lowest, of 
the Nodi/es Majores, to whom supporters usually 
belong ; for the early members of the Baronetage, 
who satisfied the King’s conditions, who were called 
by him “ principall Gentlemen of his kingdom, ” 
and very many of whom were inferior in lineage to 
few others in the realm, were, in the language of 
Camden, Coke, Selden, and Blackstone, nobles by 
blood, or Nodiles Minores, and were raised, on being 
created Baronets, to the rank of Nodiles Majores by 
virtue of the hereditary dignity with which the 
King invested them. This opinion has been shared 
by heralds and others ; indeed, when the antiquary 
inspects the roll of the creations of the Stuart Kings, 
he finds not many of the created to be superior in 
lineage to the ancestors of the present Dukes of 
Somerset, Leeds, Roxburghe, Northumberland, Suther- 
land, Abercorn, and Westminster, whose Baronetcies 


are dated 1611, 1620, 1625, 1660, 1620, 1660, and 
20 
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1622 respectively ; and he has no option as to classing 
such ancestors among nobles to whom no other 
nobility could accrue but that of dative nobility at 
the hands of their King, raising them to the position 
of Greater Nobles. 

There is an exception to the said custom concern- 
ing supporters in the case of Knights Grand Cross of 
certain Orders ; but, as these Orders rank beneath 
the Baronetage, the exception seems to fortify its 
own claim, which is further fortified by the fact that 
many Baronets of Scotland have had supporters 
assigned to them by Lyon King of Arms, and the 
Crown must be held to have allowed the practice. 


ARMS OF ULSTER, &c. 


There being a difference between the armorial 
additions originally assigned to English and Irish 
Baronets on the one hand and to Scottish Baronets on 
the other, and the latter having been also granted the 
privilege of wearing a personal badge (see Privileges 
X., XIX., XXI.), efforts have been made in previous 
reigns to promote uniformity in this respect. . 

Charles I. is understood to have been in favour of 
assimilation in respect of the badge ; in Charles I1.’s 
reign an Ulster badge was worn by his ambassador to 
the Court of Lisbon; and William IV. ordered a 
design of such a badge to be submitted to him, and 
approved it. 

But ribands, badges, and jewels are the personal 
insignia of Orders of Knighthood, not of hereditary 
degrees, and they cannot, therefore, be recommended 
as suitable to non-knighted Baronets, though suitable 
enough for their eldest sons. It may also here be 


* 
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noted that the helmet used in the College of Arms in 
connection with a Baronet’s armorial ensigns is a 
_ Knight’s helmet, and therefore unsuitable to his own 


hereditary dignity, although appropriate to his eldest 
son. 


PLACE NEAR THE ROYAL STANDARD 


This honourable position, valuable only to Baronets 
born within a limited time after it was granted, has 
long been a hopelessly obsolete privilege ; but it 
appears to have been linked from the first with a 
recognised right on the part of the Baronetage to be 
_ represented on occasions of State ceremony, such as 
coronations, great public funerals, and processions. 
This, indeed, was natural, for in King James’s 
Decrees, and in Patents of creation, it is provided 
that the ennobled person may have and take his 
appointed place and precedence by virtue of the 
dignity of Baronet in all “ sessions, conventions, 
assemblies, and places whatsoever.” 

In the reign of King James himself Baronets had 
their place in the Royal procession to Parliament in 
April, 1614 (see record in Heralds’ College), also in 
His Majesty’s solemn procession to St. Paul’s Cathe- 
dral on 26th March, 1620, when they preceded the 
Lords Deputies and other Lords from Ireland (“ Hist. 
of St. Paul’s,” by Dugdale). At the funeral of 
Monk, Duke of Albemarle, on 30th May, 1670, the 
Baronets walked in a body, and there exists an 
engraved roll of the procession which shows the garb 
of the Baronets to have corresponded with that of 
the Peers. A comparatively late instance of the 
recognition of this privilege occurs in the programme 
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drawn up for the coronation of George I. (Gwillim, 
ed. 1724), and there may be other instances, both 
earlier and later. 

It would be a gracious act on the part of our 
revered and beloved Sovereign to revive the custom, 
and to direct that Baronets shall receive consideration 
in such affairs, exactly according with their lawful 
position. ' 


PROCEDURE IN CASES OF DOUBT 


All that it is necessary to dwell on concerning the 
subject of the covenanted privilege numbered XVI. 
is that the King, in issuing his final confirmatory 
Decree of 1616, and determining that future doubts 
and questions in the Baronetage should be regulated 
according to the rules of the Peerage, had had five 
years’ experience of the progress of the Baronetage 
and one stiff question to settle. This most important 
provision speaks for itself. It runs as follows :— 


** And our will and pleasure is, and we doe for us, our 
heires and successors, heereby further grant and appoint 
that if any doubts or questions not heereby nor by any 
our recited Letters Pattents cleared and determined 
doe or shall arise concerning any place, precedency, 
priviledge, or other matter touching or concerning the 
same Baronets, and the heires males of their bodies, 
and their wives, their eldest sonnes and their wives, 
their daughters, their younger sonnes, and their younger 
sonnes’ wives, or any of them ; such doubts or questions 
shall be decided and determined by and according to 


‘ Twenty-two Baronets and their wives, chosen according to seniority of 
creation, but in addition to those qualified by high office, were commanded to 
attend the coronation of his Majesty King Edward VII 3; and fifty others with 
their wives were invited to the post-coronation service proposed to be holden 
at St, Paul’s Cathedral, but cancelled on account of the King’s illness, 


é 
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such usuall rules, custome, and lawes for place, 
precedency, privilege, or other matters concerning them 
as other Degrees of Dignity Hereditary are ordered 
and adjudged.” 


FALSE ASSUMPTIONS OF BARONETCIES 


The Heralds probably know more than anyone on 
the subject of false assumptions and the number to 
which they have attained. It is believed that doubt- 
ful Baronets have even been presented to the Queen, 
for the Lord Chamberlain is unable to distinguish 
between them and others. 

These assumptions constitute not only a breach of 
Baronets’ privileges, but are in contempt of the 
Queen’s Majesty and prerogative ; and the evil should 
be checked before it proceeds further. A like evil 
affected the Peerage at one time, but was speedily 
stopped by the action of the House of Lords in 1843. 
The Baronetage, however, possesses no machinery of 
any sort, or power to deal in any way with its 
members or those claiming to be such. 

When, in former times, Heralds’ Visitations were 
held, the Kings of Arms were empowered 

“ to reprove, control, and make infamous by proclamation 


all such as unlawfully and without just authority usur- 
ped or took any name or title of honour or dignity. ” 


Charles I. dealt with the matter as follows when 
he wrote to the Privy Council of Scotland granting 
to Scottish Baronets their badge :— 


“ And if any person out of neglect or contempt shall 
presume to take place or precedency of the said Baronets, 
their wives or children, which is due unto them by 
their Patents, or to wear their cognizance, WE WILL, 
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that upon notice thereof given to you, you punish such 
offenders by fining or imprisoning them as you shall 
think fitting, that others may be terrified from attempt- 
ing the like: anp we orpaIn that from time to time, 
as occasion of granting or renewing their Patents to 
their heirs succeeding to the dignity shall offer, that 
the said power to them to carry the said ribbon and 
cognizance shall be therein particularly granted and 
inserted. ” 

George III. also tried to suppress irregularities. 
His Majesty ordained on the 3rd of December, 178 3, 
that every Baronet should register his pedigree and 
receive a certificate, but this provision remained in 
force only a short time on account of a large number 
of Baronets being hostile to it. However, the King’s 
Royal Warrant of the 4th of February, 1785, extended 
the order in respect of subsequent creations, and it 
should be carried out at the present day. 

None of these precedents could be revived, but 
it is suggested that the Crown should be petitioned 
to grant to the Honourable Society of the Baronetage 
a Charter of Incorporation, for the purpose of main- 
taining the privileges and dignity of the Baronetage 
as efficiently as higher hereditary degrees maintain ~ 
theirs; the Charter to contain powers to form a 
Committee for Privileges and make bye-laws, with 
all other powers properly incident to its constitution 
and objects. 

The Committee should have powers in respect of 
proof of pedigree or right of title similar to those 
exercised by the Committee for Privileges of the 
House of Lords, by virtue of which it could hence- 
forth examine the proofs, whatever they might be, 
of every Baronet succeeding, or claiming to succeed, 
to the title, and grant a certificate ; the proofs to be 
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brought before the Committee by a King of Arms 
specially attached to the Baronetage. The Committee 
should also be empowered to arbitrate on rival claims. 
It is proposed moreover, that all applications to be 
made to the Crown by Baronets or members of their 
families, not being members of the Honourable 
Society, with a view to obtaining all or any the grants 
herein suggested, shall be sent in the first place to 
the Committee, upon whom it will devolve to 
endorse the same if coming from a proper source, 
and to forward through the usual channel. And it 
is further proposed that the inevitable expenses of the 
Honourable Society shall be in great measure defrayed 
by means of fees, according to a scale to be framed 
in the bye-laws, to be paid by persons not members 
of the Society who avail themselves of its offices ; 
but such payments will in nowise exonerate applicants 
from the customary fees due in the Heralds’ College. 

The above proposals are put forward principally in 
the interests of the future. But there is yet another 
means which should be provided for dealing with 
this difficulty of false assumptions, and which is 
calculated to touch those now existing. This means 
in an “ Authentic Roll of the Baronetage,” to be 
edited, if possible, by an officer of the Heralds’ 
College, under an agreement to be made with the 
Society. 

It is proposed that the Roll shall show every 
Baronetcy ever created, and what became of itis: the 
plan of proceeding being to accept all certified 
pedigrees in the custody of heraldic authorities which 
should be found, either in England, Scotland, or 
Ireland, to be complete down to the present holder 
of the title, or to the last holder if extinct or dormant ; 
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and to endeavour to complete those not so brought 
down through the medium of the Forms. Among 
pedigrees which could not be completed in this way 
might be those of Baronets of undoubted right, yet 
whose ancestors had neglected registration and left 
behind them either insufficient data or none at all, in 
which case the name of the existing Baronet would 
be inserted (and as many others as he could furnish), 
provided the Heralds’ College should be satisfied of 
the validity of such Baronet’s title, pending confir- 
mation of the same by the aforesaid Committee for 
Privileges on the occasion of the next succession. 
The pedigrees of Baronetcies having doubtful claim- 
ants would be shown down to the last legitimate 
holder, but not beyond. ‘Thus would be gained an 
excellent, though negative, means of notifying that 
the rights of such claimants were not as yet recognised 
by the Society. 

The work as projected would have one immense 
advantage, it would never require alteration, merely 
additions ; and it would be the source to which all 
persons must turn if they should wish to see whether 
a person using a Baronet’s title used it on the highest — 
authority. 


CONCLUSION 


The position of the Baronetage is so manifestly 
anomalous in this country, when compared with the 
Peerage above it, or the Knightage below it, that no 
one can think it extraordinary that from time to 
time there has been a certain unrest in its ranks. 
King James I. unwittingly did his best to cause this 
unfortunate state of things by his decision in the 
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matter of precedence, and the position in this 
particular matter could hardly be mended merely by 
his subsequent provision that the Baronetage should 
for ever be adjudged by the rules of other Degrees 
Hereditary, ze., the Peerage, because it is manifest 
that the deviation from the canons of precedency, 
pointed out earlier in this paper, unknown within the 
Degrees of the Peerage, could never be rectified unless 
a future Sovereign should formally, and with justice, 
renounce the King’s Decree on this subject and issue 
an amended one. 

Deplorable also was the blow inflicted by His 
Majesty Grorce IV. in his adverse disturbance of an 
ancient privilege conferred on Baronets for all time. 
Every touch so placed on a privilege in a Degree or 
Order cannot fail to inspire Society with a lessened 
regard for the body which has been subjected to the 
treatment. 

When a covenanted privilege held by a living 
individual in his Letters Patent is infringed by 
authority, then the matter is of still graver import ; 
for the whole document which contains the covenant 
is thereby called in question, and all security to the 
holder is gone regarding every item of its contents. 

Regarding the spurious claims to Baronetcies, the 
most anomalous position of the Degree is again 
responsible for this. It is apparently nobody’s busi- 
ness ‘in the State to attend to the affairs of the Baron- 
etage; the days of Heralds’ visitations are unfortunately 
over ; and there is no Court where such matters as 
wrongful assumptions can be dealt with. Should 
there be legal impossibilities in the way of establishing 
the Committee for Privileges above mentioned, then 


there is no feasible plan for proving pedigrees in 
. 21 
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future, on succession, but the passing of an Act 
enabling the Lord Chancellor to receive proofs, or 
the amendment of the Legitimacy Declaration Act of 
1858 so as to make it apply. 

It is needless to dwell on the commonplace that 
the Baronetage has at all times furnished its quota of 
statesmen, diplomatists, administrators, and fighting 
men for the service of the Crown, futher than to say 
that, these services having often been rewarded by 
the bestowal of Peerages, the Baronetage is thereby 
left the poorer. Asa fact, nearly one-sixth of its 
present numbers is merged in the Peerage, and is 
beyond the necessity of defending privileges which, 
if they affected the House of Lords, the guondam 
Baronets might be expected to defend to a man. 

In conclusion, there are two propositions germane 
to the whole case. The first is, that a man who 
inherits an honour to which his posterity will succeed 
is bound to strive that it shall not suffer derogation 
while in his hands. The second is, that it is an 
advantage to the commonwealth that freedom from 
abuses of every kind should characterise all Orders 
and Degrees of dignity at the disposal of the Crown. 


Notz.—The arguments contained above were furnished 
to the Earl Marshal of England in a letter dated the 25th 
of October, 1898, signed on behalf of the Committee of the 
Honourable ee of the Baronetage by the Baronets 
Loraine, Rich, De Hoghton, Gresley, Stuart, Heron- Max- 
well, Falkiner, and Hunter-Blair, and countersigned by 
Francis W. Pixley, Esquire, F.S.A., the Registrar. 


May, 1900. 
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EXTRACT FROM A LETTER WRITTEN IN THE REIGN OF 
GeorceE III. sy THE SECRETARY OF STATE IN 
ANSWER TO A PETITION FROM THE BARONETS OF 
ENGLAND AND GREAT BRITAIN. 


Lord Sydney presents his compliments to Sir Har- 
bord Harbord, and in return to the Petition delivered 
to him... . has the honour of acquainting him that 
there will be no difficulty in recalling the Proclamation 
of which the Baronets complain; and that the King’s 
servants will be ready to consider of any plan of a 
Court of Honour or Committee to be established, 
consisting of a number of their own order, to prevent 
the title of Baronet being assumed by those who have 
not a right to it. 


Dated 1824 February, 1785. 
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PAPER N’°IlI 


A NEW BARONET’S TITLE 
VERSUS 


THE OLD ONE 


In the old style, take first the word ‘“ Baronet ” in 
the abnormal and clumsy position where James I. 
placed it in his efforts to poise the Baronetage on a 
fence. 

Who but well-bred or official persons care whether 
they add it or not? Is it not neglected in more than 
half of most Baronets’ daily mail-bags? Let any 
Baronet collect his envelopes for a month and see. 
Being thus neglected, it is evident that for a large 
part of the population the Baronetage either does not 
exist or is not worth recognition, while for another 
portion the proper mode of address is unknown. 

But adopt the new style: place the word “‘ Baronet” 
before the name, and it must be forced on everyone’s 
attention; everyone must use it; the Degree must 
obtain universal recognition ; unceasing confusion as 
to the status of a Baronet must cease. 

Next take the word “Sir,” so unjustly stolen from 
Knighthood, and, without any precedent, applied to 
a degree hereditary. Of what use is it to a Baronet? 
Why, merely that he may be addressed in public, as 
well as in private, by his Christian name ; a graceful 


166 THE BARONETAGE 


name very likely, and cherished by his family and 
himself, but, when used in knightly form, quite 
overshadowing his hereditary rank. 

If the Baronetage, while praying to be as the 
Peerage is, and assuming to throw off all claims to 
knighthood, should yet inconsistently cling to the 
very essential title of knighthood, it follows that the 
petition should pray that Peers may henceforth bear 
a like title. Similarity would produce “ Sir Arthur 
Wellesley, Duke”’; “Sir Edward Stanley, Earl,” and 
so on; and down would go the Peerage directly in 
the knowledge and recognition of the public. 

And what is the present prestige of “Sir”? 
Knights of the Bath and others must wear it truly ; 
yet it is also worn to the bone by every prosperous 
tradesman (and his Lady) who gets knighted through 
being Mayor of Rottenborough, or what not ! 

Now, as against the old and confusing half-and-half 
style, what more simple than the new proposal, 
namely : that “Sir” shall mean “ Knight,” and 
“Baronet” shall mean ‘“ Baronet,” for evermore ! 
A clear-cut line! 

The proposed change, if adopted for new creations, ~ 
and also taken up by a fair proportion of existing 
Baronets (by Petition), would be bound to do more 
for the Degree than would a grant of Supporters, 
a place at ceremonials, or even an improved preced- 
ency. As already pointed out, it would secure 
universal recognition for the Degree, and with this 
would surely be united an increased respect from the 
Crown and from the public, enabling the Sovereign 
more easily to deal with it according to the rules of 
the Peerage ; as, for example, in the grant of a title 
of Baronetcy to the widow of a man to whom it had 
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been promised, with remainder to her heirs male. 

Even if old creations should not take up the matter 
in large numbers, there is cause for satisfaction in the 
fact that a modern Victorian Patent allows the 
necessary latitude, and that some of the Baronets of 
the present reign may possibly like to avail themselves 
of this latitude, especially if the prayer for permanency 
of title be granted in accordance with the represen- 
tations contained in the seventh clause of the preamble 
to the Petition, and the formal prefix of “‘ Honourable” 
be recognised. 


August, 1900. 
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PAPER N° III 


STANDING COUNCIL 


OF 


THE BARONETAGE 


MEMORANDUM of the views held by the Standing 
Council of the Baronetage on the means whereby 
wrongful assumptions of Baronetcies may be pre- 
vented and discredited. 


NECESSITIES 


1.—Two things are necessary to obtain the object 
in view: viz., a TRIBUNAL in London; and an official 
RoLL oF THE BARONETAGE. 


IDENTIFICATION OF BARONETCIES 


2.—A third provision is urgently recommended as 

a safeguard against false assumptions : viz., the gradual 
introduction into the Degree of a Fixep PERMANENT 
Tittze-Name, whereby every Baronetcy may be 
distinctly identified and registered, as is the case in 
all other bodies where rank is hereditary. The mode 
of introducing such title-name, and the style which 
might be adopted, are proposed in the Baronets’ 
Petition of 1901. In the absence of such a provision, 
22 
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it is possible for (say) the premier Baronet, at any 
moment, to render his Baronetcy indistinguishable by 
merely changing his surname, a change which cer- 
tainly ought not to involve any such absurdity. 


Tue TRIBUNAL 


3.—The Tribunal should be a ComMMITTEE FOR 
PRIVILEGES, Consisting of a Judge of the High Court 
of Justice (who might be created a Life Baronet), and 
five or seven Baronets, before whom should appear 
all new Baronets, whether by creation or succession, 
and in whom should be vested the power to decide 
all claims to the title and rank of Baronet, by whom- 
soever preferred, subject to an appeal to the Privy 
Council, or otherwise as should be provided ; also to 
fix the fees and costs to be paid by persons appearing 
before them. This Tribunal would be to Baronets 
what the House of Lords is to Peers, in the matters 
of new creations and successions, and what its Com- 
mittee for Privileges is in the case of other claims. 
It cannot be expected that Baronets will respect any 
tribunal except one in which their own Degree is 
represented. . 


Irs ConsTITUTION 


4.—The Committee for Privileges could be cons- 
tituted— 


(a) under a Royal Charter of Incorporation granted 
to the Standing Council, with powers as sought 
in the Baronets’ Petition of 1gor ; or 

(4) by Letters Patent ; the functions to be defined 
by Order in Council ; or 


(c) by Act of Parliament. 
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5.—A Registrar should be appointed, to attend the 
service of the Baronetage, and to have custody of the 
Roll, and to make such entries therein at the Com- 
mittee for Privileges should approve or direct. 


Tue Roi 


6.—The Roll of the Baronetage should serve for 
the whole Degree. It should be printed yearly, and 
published. The additions made in it might also be 
published from time to time in the London Gazette. 
After publication for the first time, under the authority 
‘of the Committee for Privileges, no person whose 
name should be absent from the Roll should be 
received at the Sovereign’s Court as a Baronet, or be 
recognised as such in any Court of Law, or be descri- 
bed in any official document as a Baronet. 


FoRMATION 


7.—The form in which such a Roll should be 
kept, with the needful instructions, already exists ; 
also specimen pages filled in with names, dates, and 
particulars. In first taking the work in hand, the 
Committee for Privileges would require the evidence 
afforded by Patents of Creation or enrolments thereof, 
and by pedigrees in the custody of the heraldic 
authorities in England, Scotland, and Ireland. Fur- 
ther evidence would be sought from Baronets capable 
of affording it (through the medium of existing forms 
designed for the purpose), and thus might be obtained 
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a series of undisputed entries. After the completion 
of the Roll to this point, further additions to it would 
be subject to the findings and direction of the Com- 
mittee for Privileges. 


Baronets NEw.Ly CREATED 


8.—Every future newly-created Baronet should, 
after registering his pedigree in conformity with the 
Royal Warrant of George the Third, (dated the 
3 Dec. 1783 partly revoked 24 Feb. 1785), be 
required to appear before the Committee for Privi- 
leges and produce his Patent of Creation, as does a 
newly-created Peer in the House of Lords. The 
Registrar should then procure and furnish the Com- 
mittee with a certificate that the pedigree of the said 
Baronet had been duly entered at the College of 
Arms ; upon which the Committee would direct the 
Baronet’s name to be inscribed, or himself to write it, 
on the Roll as the first holder of the Baronetcy just 
conferred. 


BARONETS SUCCEEDING TO THE TITLE. 


g.—Every person entitled to succeed to the rank 
and title of Baronet on the death of his father or 
other relative, as the case may be, should be required 
to appear before the Committee for Privileges, either 
in person, as does a succeeding Peer present himself 
in the House of Lords before taking his seat, or by 
his attorney, duly appointed, by himself, or by his 
natural or lawful guardian, and, if he should claim 
under any special remainder, he or his attorney should 
produce the Patent of Creation sustaining such claim, 
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The Registrar should then procure, if possible, the 
pedigree of the said person ; obtained if necessary 
from the office of Arms in Scotland or Ireland. On 
the succession being admitted, the Committee would 
direct the Baronet’s name to be inscribed, or written 
as aforesaid, on the Roll, in the order of his succession. 


OTHER CLarims To BARONETCIES. 


10.—All claims to Baronetcies, other than those 
made, in due course, on the death of a predecessor, and 
all rival or disputed claims, should be settled by the 
Committee for Privileges, after hearing the evidence 
produced ; and the name of any person who should 
be adjudged a Baronet after such hearing, or ona 
decision given by the Court of Appeal, should be 
ordered to be inscribed on the Roll, on which also 
should be placed a record of the judgment. 


PATENTS AND PEDIGREES MIssING 


11.—In cases where a Patent of Creation could 
not be produced, nor evidence of the enrolment 
thereof ; or where a pedigree should not be forth- 
coming, or be unsubstantiated, the Committee for 
Privileges would give such directions as they should 
think fit; and they should be empowered to make 
recommendations to the Crown, at their discretion, 
on the subject of any Baronetcy respecting which 
strict proof of its proper devolution had failed ; or of 
any Baronetcy respecting which the creation should 
be obscure. 
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THE JUDGE 
12.—The Judge would not be called upon to 


preside during the preliminaries of making up the 
Roll. 


PAPER N° IV 


THE ANCIENT BARONETAGE 
AND A MODERN 


HOME OFFICE COMMITTEE 


The sixth hereditary degree, created as such by Fames I., 
under the title of the honourable degree and Dignitie 
of Baronets. 


One of the reproaches attaching to our Nation is 
that it contains among its supposed leaders of the 
people one hereditary degree of Dignity, the junior 
of six, which, during the whole of its history, has 
never been at rest for long; mainly because its Royal 
Founder denied it at the outset rights suitable to 
such a degree whether with or without parliamentary 
functions. 

Since the Stuart reigns when Sovereigns discussed 
its affairs with their own Privy Councils, “its history 
shows that over and over again Baronets have 
assembled committees of their own body to consider 
questions affecting their status. In no reign during 
this period have they had the smallest success. In 
one reign they were promised that the King’s 
Ministers would be ready to consider the appointment 
of a permanent representative Committee, but it 
came to nothing. So, as time has gone on, many 
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privileges have been snatched from them, necessarily 
at the instance of unknown persons giving secret 
advice, until actual humiliations were inflicted towards 
the close of the nineteenth century enough to delight 
a Campbell-Bannerman. 

Such proceedings gave rise, of course, to a fresh 
protest by the Baronetage, but this could hardly be 
as efficient as older ones, as by this time population 
had vastly increased and the excessive number of 
selections for promotion to a Baronet’s rank were 
frequently made from a new and non-armorial class ; 
besides which it was hopeless to find in every heir of 
the ancient dignity the historical knowledge and the 
determination demanded from one proud of his 
ancestry, which were clearly necessary for putting a 
check upon the underhand proposals for dealing with 
the privileges of Baronets and their Dames, their 
sons and their daughters. Nevertheless we find that a 
strong representative body was created in 1897, called 
first “The Honourable Society,” but afterwards 
“The Standing Council” of the Baronetage. 

Then, after serious delays and very humble but 
well-reasoned Petitions to the Crown signed by — 
numerous noble baronets of all creations (as we see 
by the printed list), it came to pass that on the 3rd 
of November, 1905, a Committee of Inquiry, with 
the Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery (Lord 
Steward) as its chairman, was appointed ; and their 
Report, dated 12th December, 1906, was duly 
presented to Parliament but unaccompanied by 
evidence enabling us to see upon what it was founded. 
The merest glance however is enough to shew there 
is nothing in it to sustain the sixth hereditary degree 
in its rightful place, nor to give it such an official 
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representative body as had once been offered to it as 
aforesaid, but there is an appendix full of information; 
thus we can closely examine the Report itself, which 
together with a short and excellent criticism of the 
same published by the Baronets’ Standing Council is 
before the writer and his helpers, as well as copies of 
a Memorandum said to have been sent to the Home 
Secretary, the first Petition dated 1901 (with 
important matter on an outer cover), and a fair 
quantity of the evidence offered or proposed by 
members of the said Standing Council and others. 

First we may take notice of the fact that Sir 
Matthew White-Ridley, Baronet, Home Secretary 
in 1898, was first, through ignorance of history, the 
unconscious traitor of his Degree, and then the sound 
supporter of it when an Honourable Society of the 
Baronetage was formed. After recommending a 
representative body of a more permanent kind, as a 
predecessor at the Home Office had done, he was 
succeeded by Mr. Ritchie, best known to the political 
world as the man afraid to keep an undisputed 
shilling duty on corn, and to Baronets by his sending 
their Petition to be discussed by heralds after the 
strongest possible protest, and by such discourteous 
delays and excuses that it fell to his successor in the 
Home Office, Mr. Akers-Douglas, to receive the 
King’s commands. It was Mr. Akers-Douglas who, 
after being charged with a second Petition in 1905, 
appointed the Earl of Pembroke’s Committee, the 
following being his instructions to that Committee, 
here stated with care on account of a dispute having 
arisen. They are— 
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178 THE BARONETAGE 
“ To consider and report : 


1. Whether any, and if so, 
II. What steps should be taken to safeguard the 
status of holders of Baronetcies. 
III. Whether any, and if so, 
IV. What steps should be taken to prevent the 
assumption of the title Baronet, 8c. 


“¢ And further to consider and report : 


V. Whether it may not be desirable to amend 
certain Royal Warrants. ” 


That was the substance of the references, and 
although the language used in Nos. I. and II. left 
much to be desired, and would have been drafted 
by a plain man so as to read “to preserve and 
protect the privileges belonging to Baronets” ; 
nevertheless the words “‘ steps to safeguard the status ” 
could not but mean the supply of everything 
necessary to preserve the privileged position assured 
to Baronets from the beginning. 

Now on the first page of the Report we see 
something astonishing in the fact that its third 
Section, consisting of these paragraphs, opens by — 
reversing the order in which the references are stated, 
converting Nos, III and IV into ‘“ the main subject ” 
of the inquiry, and giving to Mr. Akers-Douglas’ 
Nos. I and II the title of “certain subsidiary questions.” 
Possibly this would be the proper way to speak of 
the privileges of Peers, or (say) of applicants to a 
Coronation Court of Claims. It may be so, and no 
doubt the questions were subsidiary in the sense of 
not entailing lengthy discussions on law; but here 
there ought really to have been something a little 
different, as the Home Secretary must have arranged 
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the order of the references. Then the name of His 
Majesty is used, and this looks rather like a disregard 
of the ministerial position of the Secretary of State 
who issued the instructions ; while it is more than 
probable that the Crown would have welcomed, 
through the medium of Mr. Akers-Douglas, from 
whom or his representative His Majesty was awaiting 
advice, any fresh guidance (especially after the lapse 
of several years) at the hands of persons entrusted | 
with full powers of inquiry into past history, and 
into the Warrants and Letters-Patent issued by 
ancestral Sovereigns. ‘The first Warrants, as the 
Pembroke Committee knew, had created the consti- 
tution of the Baronetage, and enjoined that the 
Peerage should be the model to keep in view 
respecting it; and the issue of many hundreds of 
Letters-Patent had constantly given to individual 
Baronets guarantees that the ancient privileges 
granted should endure. Not only this, but the 
Committee were aware of the fact that the Sovereign’s 
wholesale refusal of the Petition of 1g01 was uttered 
to a new minister who had not studied the subject, 
and who therefore had to found himself on reports 
made to Mr. Ritchie solely by the Earl Marshal and 
his heralds, who of course have nothing more to do 
with the non-armorial privileges of Hereditary Degrees 
than the men who black their boots. 

As to No. I reference, it is plain that the Inquiry 
Report contains no words definitely saying whether 
any steps should be taken or not. There is a refusal 
to express an opinion, but this is a different thing. 
Nos. I and II were evidently both thrown overboard, 
except for the recommendation of the Roll and 
Registrar which are petitioned for; therefore the 
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statement published by the Standing Council’s Com- 
mittee to the effect that the Pembroke Committee 
had refused to comply with the whole of Mr. Akers- 
Douglas’ instructions is seen to be fully justified. 
Moreover the Report speaks in a strange manner of 
things “ specially referred” to the Committee, but it 
is as clear as noonday that no speciality at all is 
attached to any one of the references. It is equally 
clear which of them stands first in order. 

Continuing with the 3rd Section, one finds there 
a suggestion affecting future married baronets going 
to India, but this does not create a safeguard in the 
main ; moreover the Petition in which the India 
question finds a place contains, as we observe, about 
five other prayers which have not been reported on. 
Where is the justification for the arbitrary selection ; 
does it not invite guesswork? Taking the 3rd 
Section as a whole it is really a refreshing piece of 
novelty. It acknowledges that exhaustive exidence 
on privilege had been laid before the Inquiry Com- 
mittee. Now exhaustive evidence is mostly asked 
for and received for the purpose of founding a report_ 
on it, but here there is no nonsense of that sort ; and 
the sitting members must have had a good laugh at 
the witnesses they cajoled. Documents on privilege 
are handsomely made an appendix of, but these are 
not commented on, nor is the evidence of anybody 
on the matters therein contained sent to the publishers. 
It is the Home Office as an Institution, rather than 
Mr. Gladstone, which holds back that which we 
suppose every Baronet would like to see in print. 
What a glorious institution are “ Back Stairs ”. 

We now come to the 4th Section of the Report, 
and this seems to betray the feeling underlying it by 
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that kind of repetition which so often denotes a sort 
of bravado in defence of weak reasoning. It begins 
by saying it had not been made clear that the great 
majority of Baronets felt any especial solicitude about 
“many of the” (politely called) “subsidiary ques- 
tions.”’ Secondly it allows that evidence furnished 
by the Standing Council of the Baronetage pointed 
toacontrary conclusion. But thirdly it says that the 
Standing Council, because at present it contained 
13 per cent of the total Baronetage, could not claim 
to be adequately representative. Fourthly it doubts 
whether a// the views expressed are shared by the 
majority of baronets. Lastly, like an ingénue, the 
Inquiry Committee can indeed hardly think, after 
hearing the only evidence which they chose to take, 
that their beloved baronetage looked upon its privi- 
leges as of any considerable importance. All this 
humbug of vagueness, contradiction, and repetition 
contained in less than a dozen lines, will now be 
treated seriatim, and if possible seriously. 

The first point is that there was only one way open 
to the Pembroke Committee to make clear what the 
great majority of Baronets felt, and that was by taking 
all requisite means to ascertainit. This is how they 
did so in a letter written by their secretary to that 
Council to which their Report denies a representative 
character :— 


“ Of course the Committee does not want all the 
“136 Baronets to give evidence. They will be pre- 
“ pared to hear any who have anything to say, but on 
“ the general questions it will be sufficient if, as you 
“ suggest, the Chairman and Vice-Chairman give evi- 
“ dence as representing the signatories to the Petitions.” 


We must nail this letter to the counter. It says 
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that ‘on the general questions” it would be sufficient 
for the Chairman and Vice-Chairman to give evi- 
dence, and that absolved the standing Council from 
taking any further trouble. It appears that its 
Executive Committee had been often in communi- 
cation with the entire Baronetage, as was natural, 
and we are informed that proof of this had actually 
been given to the Home Office at its own request in 
Mr. Ritchie’s time. The Inquiry Committee had 
only to make any selection it chose, by County or 
otherwise, and members of the Degree from any 
point could have been requested by its secretary to 
attend ; but after the above letter no obligation rested 
on Mr. Pixley to send out invitations. Doubtless he 
would have assisted Mr. Bettany to do so if requested ; 
but the obvious course not having been taken, it 
seems absurd for Lord Pembroke and his colleagues 
to say that the evidence they took on behalf of 136 
persons was convincing, but that they refused to take 
it. Let us examine where this exhaustive evidence 
(including very numerous papers and Mr. Pixley’s 
book) came from. It was, whether oral or written, 
from eight Baronets, one heir, one second son, and 
the Registrar, namely from eleven qualified persons 
out of a total of thirteen. The two other members 
of the Baronetage were, one a Judge strictly limited 
to evidence respecting a tribunal, and the other, a 
landowner from Scotland, with a Northern hostility, 
apparently, to the Council which had procured him 
his chances, who preferred to have his son knighted 
rather than surrender this privilege, and for the rest 
scems to have devoted himself to proving with ease 
that the Lord Chancellor had, in his case, infringed 
the law of the land. Such are the answers to the 
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first and second points in this extraordinary 4th 
Section. 

The third point is a statement which amounts to 
an allegation that the Baronetage has demanded 
nothing, on the plea that the present numbers forming 
its Council are only 13 per cent of the whole. In 
looking over papers it is obvious that such a statement 
has no justification. It is pointed out unanswerably 
in the Annual Report which partly answered the 
Pembroke Report that the restoration of violated 
rights cannot require a majority to advocate it. To 
arrive at a judgment on this point nothing is necessary 
but to read the facts and arguments contained in a 
_ clearly written historical paper called “ The Case for 
the Baronetage” and in the two Petitions. After 
studying these, the only points upon which opinions 
seemed to be required related to the proposed Roll, 
the Committee for Privileges, and the Court; also 
the right to be represented in proper fashion at Cor- 
onations, &c., all of which should have been a matter 
of course from the first. Respecting the number of 
baronets interested, a glance at Mr. Pixley’s book 
shows how hopeless it may have been to expect 
strenuous action from a straggling Degree having no 
official body nor corporate recognition ; nevertheless 
the Times newspaper quoted in the Annual Report 
lately mentioned exists to prove that in 1897 the 
approaching violation of a privilege, guaranteed to 
the baronetage for centuries, led to a powerful protest 
by about one-third, say 33 per cent of the Degree, 
an ample number apparently to take part in any such 
movement, considering the great difficulty of assem- 
bling persons not accustomed to assemble together, 
and that from widely scattered dwelling-places. 
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Many will remember the evening placards of that 
time. Proper evidence about all this was clearly 
supplied to the Inquiry Committee ; therefore their 
talk about 13 per cent is misleading and cannot in 
any way be justified. Not only does that Standing 
Council inherit its representative force from the 
mandate of the 33 per cent aforesaid, but is known 
to have passed through its ranks a considerable addi- 
tional number. Its power was shewn lately in calling 
another Convention of the Degree to ratify all it had 
done, and thus we have a crowning repudiation of 
the statements about majorities and percentages. It 
would not be amiss to ask whether the Pembroke 
Committee would like to report that the whole Peer- 
age was not properly represented by the one-third of 
its numbers which settled the treatment of Mr. 
Birrell’s Education Bill; or that the vote of the 
member for Jarrow is useless in the House of Com- 
mons because he did not poll so much as one-third 
of the votes of that constituency. Or do they think 
so-called representation more valuable than brains and 
foresight ? , 
The fourth point to examine in Section 4 is the 
expression of a doubt, where no doubt should have 
been possible if the Inquiry Committee had done its 
duty. Doubts generally require a foundation, but 
here there is none. It is whether a majority share 
all the views, all the views ! expressed in evidence. 
The only possible answer is—‘* You made no attempt 
to ascertain the views of the majority, and you cannot 
find anywhere a large number of men holding precisely 
the same views about anything. ” Anyhow the 
petitioning Baronets do not seem to have made any 
pretence of this kind. They left to the discretion of 
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each and all to ask by individual petition for the 
following, viz. : 


Surrender of knighthood rights, and Grand of a privi- 
lege in memory thereof. 

Grant of a permanent title suitable to a Degree of 
Hereditary dignity. 


Thus, as in the question of representative and 
judicial bodies, the Petitioners seem to have taken 
the sensible course of choosing the line of least 
resistance. If we might suggest a privilege to be 
granted to sons in memory of the Knighthood right, 
it would be the right to wear hanging on a neck- 
ribbon on oval silver badge with a gilt spur in relief; 
and this to pass hereditarily. As to the following 
rights, it cannot be denied that Baronets possess these 
by inheritance, so none ought to have formed a subject 
for petition, viz. : 


A guaranteed precedence. 
Guaranteed rights of knighthood. | 
The social right to a formal prefix in public documents. 


And no one can dispute that the Baronetage requir- 
ed a Roll of its members, and a Representative Body, 
and a Court to decide claims, and that no majority 
should be asked for in a demand for these necessities. 

The fifth point in this extraordinary Section No. 4 
is that the Committee of Inquiry allude to ‘the 
evidence tendered” as furnishing a reason that the 
Baronetage do not look upon their privileges as being 
of importance. This constitutes an amazing puzzle. 
Where is this evidence ? What are the names of the 
Baronets who gave it? What person out of 13 persons 
qualified to defend privilege gave evidence against 
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privilege ? The statement is an extraordinary one. 
We know beyond dispute that nine members of the 
Standing Council (including the Registrar) were 
practically of one mind in support of the Petitions ; 
that two Baronets stood up mainly for the privilege 
of Knighthood ; and that another and a second son 
intended to speak exclusively on proof of title. These 
made 13 in all, representing, we must remember, 1 36 
plus 4, according to the Committee’s wrongful 
limitation ; and the remaining nine witnesses that we 
know to have been summoned, or to have proffered 
evidence, consisted of Government Officials, Heralds 
and Genealogists. Until the Committee quote even 
one Baronet witness who, in their hearing, said he 
thought his own privileges to be unimportant, their 
statement that Baronets in general care nothing for 
the privileges which alone give them status, can only 
be rejected as incomprehensible ; and what will be 
thought of the three who gave their names to this 
statement we leave the reader to imagine. 

In pursuing the Report, we would remark that the 
difficult questions of Constitutional Law spoken of 
in Section 8 are not made apparent in their connect- 
ion with a Committee of the Baronetage, and that 
further inquiry might not have been amiss, seeing 


that Sir Mathew White-Ridley, as Home Secretary, 


discerned no difficulties in the way, and that present 
legal gentlemen in the Home Office have stated that 
they consider the Monarch so powerful (and auto- 
cratic ?) that he can upset any decree of his Royal 
ancestors and cancel anything contained in Letters 
Patent (of course up to the entire contents thereof). 
Royal Incorporation of the Standing Council (under 
its natural title of course) we find evaded with a cheap 
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sneer, yet this would probably be the easiest way of 
providing for official representation and for upholding 
the dignity of the Baronetage to which the Report 
does not show any respect worth speaking of. 

Again, confidence cannot be unreservedly placed 
in the Report of a Committee most of whose mem- 
bers give no heed to the papers put before them. 
Witnesses of the Standing Council who gave evidence 
were astonished to find so little study of these papers, 
except on the part of Mr. Renshaw, who it appears 
was most careful in all questions and references. 
For example— 


It was put forward from the Chair that the Petition 
of 1901 asked a grant of Supporters for all Baronets. 
Another member even asserted that a legal right to the 
same had been claimed. It was suggested that Baronets 
had asked for a Court composed of themselves only ; 
and again that Incorporation must necessarily include 
the entire Baronetage. Then it was argued before 
another witness that omission of the present tail-end 
title on envelopes was just the same thing as a mere 
mistake in a Peer’s exact rank. Some Inquiry member 
next imagined that a title-name could interfere with a 
surname, and another that Peers’ sons were legally 
entitled to their honorary designations ; while another 
said that a Baronet was described in Patents as “ of a 
house” (like Wimpole Street we may suppose), but a 
Peer as “of a place in a County.” Then witnesses 
learnt that knighthood of an eldest son would be pain- 
fully confusing, owing to continuity in Christian names, 
coupled (we suppose) with some objection to using the 
word “Junior.”” More than one member treated the 
honorary prefix to a title as a thing in the Sovereign’s 
gift, and confused it in a really silly manner with 
conversational custom in Parliament and elsewhere. 


Every one of the above assumptions was wrong. 
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The question of Supporters is clearly left to individual 
petitions concerning resignations of knighthood. The 
composition of the Court, as explained in the printed 
Memorandum of the Standing Council (which might 
well have been put in the appendix), included a presiding 
Judge, and the Petition itself does the same. Incor- 
poration of the entire ie could no more take 
place than the incorporation of a County or Parish, so 
naturally we find the Petitions not asking for any such 
improper thing. As to employing a reformed title, 
the reasons given appear to be several, but undoubtedly 
the anomalous nature of the present one is as cogent as 
any, and if it followed the shape of the title which a 
Baronet assumes on taking one step upwards all mistakes 
would cease. Being conferred by Patent it would not 
interfere with change of surnames any more than the 
Baron’s title mentioned in the Petition as a pattern, or 
than those numerous modern titles chosen from a 
surname, like Earl Russell, Viscount Milner, Baron 
Courtney. As to Peers’ sons, most people in Society 
understand that their customary style has nothing to 
do with the law. And why is there a fog about a 
Baronet’s proper local designation, when the constitution 
of his Degree exacts from him a yearly revenue from 
land, and many are still living at their place in the 
County mentioned fully in their Patents? Landed 
estates are not limited to Peers, some of whom, in 
modern times, have been created without a square 
yard of it. In the matter of a Christian name being 
more valued than a permanent title, such as has been 
discussed, those who use this as an argument against” 
knighting their sons appear unable to discern in the 
Petition of 1901 that they are offered a double mode 
of escape from the duplication of Christian names, viz. : 
the resignation by petition of the knighthood privilege 
with a prayer for the permanent title. An honorary 
prefix is certainly not in the Sovereign’s gift, as the 
Inquiry Committee might have discovered by studying 
the history of such, and by scrutinising the long list of 
Honourables in the “Case for the Baronetage, ” likewise 
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the statement in the Petition that this usage had 
continued and was in force in George III’s reign, 
which shows that it’can be revived if anyone chooses 
to set the fashion. The Petition naturally asks His 
Majesty to set the example by sanctioning its use in 
public documents as in the case of Peers. 


Should the Standing Council desire to take any 
step about title it would seem that they could claim 
justification ; for knighthood being denied to Baronets 
and their sons, why should they not omit the knight’s 
title, as modern Patents seem to allow? It would 
seem however that all the evidence does not ask for 
this exactly, there being an exception in one case 
where the witness has suggested that a title should 
run, “ The Baronet Sir Henry Durham.” This 
mode of course would never save the name from 
alteration, and indeed the only way to avoid disin- 
heriting an old titled or other family of its surname, 
would be to pass an Act (much needed) forbidding 
any testator to enforce changes of name and arms by 
Will on any legatee whatsoever. ‘The restoration to 
Baronets of the prefix “ Honourable ”’ would be now 
more justifiable than ever, if voluntarily put in force 
by their friends. 

The remaining Sections of the Pembroke Report 
do not call for criticism of any hostile kind, and we 
note that in the Report of the Standing Council's 
Committee the compliance with certain requests 
meets necessarily with approval. In the 19th Sec- 
tion however, the Inquiry Committee do not recom- 
mend that strict proof of title should be required, 
and here the Council were not inclined to agree, as 
many spurious cases would be given validity if any 
slackness were permitted, 
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When the first of the Royal Commissions on 
Commissariat and Contractor doings in South Africa 
lately reported, it was the daily press that awoke the 
public to the competence of the Commissioners, and 
procured a change. We cannot challenge the Home 
Office Committee in this way, because their compe- 
tence exhibited in the last five pages of their Report 
is unquestionable: but as to the first portion one 
would have enjoyed seeing a full account of the 
evidence and the questions, and the comments thereon 
of those interested. Let us hope at any rate that the 
Memorandum to the Home Secretary mentioned 
early in this article may be acceptable to Baronets as 
an instalment, ze. if it prove effective. It is true 
that it is put forward by a remarkably self-confident 
minority of the Baronetage (three out of over 1000), 
still it is plainly meant by the Committee as some 
atonement for the astonishing statements in Section 
No. 4 (though it cannot be for misreadings and 
mistakes), and as such we would recommend its being 
received. 

At the same time it would be well if the Home 
Office could be induced to give all evidence to the 
public after blacking out family names brought before 
the Committee in a private manner, the occasion 
being historical for the sixth Degree, and the utmost 
correctness desirable. 


ScruTATOR Amicus Havup IGNARUs. 


INDEX OF 


Edward II . 
Edward III. 
Richard II . 


Henry IV 
Henry V 
Henry VI 


Edward IV . 


Edward V 


Richard III . 
Henry VII . 
Henry VIII. 
Edward VI. 


Mary I 
Elizabeth 
James I 
Charles I 
Charles II 
James II 


William III . 


Anne . 
George I 
George II 


George III . 
George IV . 
William IV. 


Victoria 


Edward VII. 


SOVEREIGNS 


OO CONN AADANN FP W WN 


ee 

i 
iat 
; ng 


5 


Se coeets 


seen 


Soseee 


Tete 
sess 
poraeono 
ies 


Sef 
aH 
sate Hie! 
h : 

apse Iter an? 


at 5 he tiittasele thet at itis + 
TY detest ate: et aut Maatiaas RE RK IDIN HseaH te ais : 
aashatels tee a sat That Mesh ely } thieigh: 
apy it iit 44 ayett Ria aH ty ‘ y 
+ 
+ 


yin: 
Sp 3 
teeta the! 
ted tetele 
sii tite 


